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bepobt 


OP TJIK 

INTEEMEDIATE EDUCATION BOARD 
FOE lEELAND 

FOR THE YEA.R 1900. 


TO HIS EXCELLENCY GEORGE HENRY, 
EARL CADOGAN, R.G., 

LOBD LIKUTESANT-OEKKEAL AND QBNERAL OOTEHNOE 01 IBEEAHD, 


May it please Your Excellency, 

We, the Commisaioners of Intermediate Education (IreJand), 
submit to your Excellency this our Twenty-second Report. 

The number of students who gave notice of their intention to 
present for examination in 1900 was : — 


Boys. 

Girls. 

Total. 

6,093 

2,19i 

8,287 


being a decrease of 71, or IT per cent., in the case of boys, 
and a decrease of 87, or 1'6 per cent., in the case of girls; and 
a total decrease of T3 per cent, on the eorre.sponding numbers in 
1899 ; and a total decrease of lo'9 per cent, on the eorre.sponding 
numbers in 1898. 
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The decrease is mainly in the Preparatory Grade, and is due 
to the operation of the Eule by which the minimum age at which 
a student could present for examination was raised from twelve 
in previous yeara to thirteen in 1899. 

In the last ten years the numbers were respectively as 
follows : — 


Year. 

Boj's. 

, Girls. 

Total. 

1891 

4,193 

1,414 

5,037 

1892 

4,714 

1,022 

0,336 

1S93 

5,730 

1,866 

7,580 

1894 

0,279 

2,067 

8,346 

1895 

6,755 

2,263 

9,018 

lS9ti 

7,040 

2,384 

9,424 

1897 

7,182 

2,423 

9,605 

189S 

7,227 

2,627 

9,854 

1899 

0,104 

2,231 

8,395 

1900 

0,093 

2,194 

8,287 


See Table 

The uumher of students who presented themselves for exami- 
nation in 1900 was: — 


Boys. 

Girls. 

Totni. 

6,611 

1,097 

7,608 


bein" a decrease of 115, or 2* per cent., in the case of hoys, and 
a decrease of 45, or 2’2 per cent., in the case of girls, and a 
total decrease of 160, or 2'1 per cent., on the cori'esponding 
numbers in 1899. 
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In the last ten years the numbers were respectively as 
follows : — 


Year. 

Boys. 

Girls 

Total . 

1891, 

3,856 

1,300 

5,166 

1892, 

4,294 

1,465 

6,759 

1893, 

5,265 

1,709 

6,974 

1894, . 

5,816 

1,866 

7,682 

1895, 

6,267 

2,056 

8,323 

1896, 

6,603 

2,208 

8,711 

1897, . 

6,661 

.2,216 

8,877 

1898, 

6,705 

2,368 

9,073 

1899, 

5,726 

2,042 

7,768 

1900, 

B,611 

1,997 

7.603 


The examinations for 1900, which commenced on 11th June See 
and extended over twelve days, were held at 247 centres, in 98 
different localities. 


The following Table shows the distribution of Centres between 
the Four Provinces : — 


Centres. 

lieinster. 

Ulster. 

Munster. 

Connaught. 

Totals. 

Centres for Boys, . 

72 

36 

55 

12 

175 

Centres for Girls, . 

24 

30 

12 

6 

72 

Total, 

i)6 

66 

67 

16 

247 


One hundred and seventy-five gentlemen and seventy-five 
ladies were employed as Centre Superintendents, being an 
average of one Superintendent to every 32 boy.s and to every 
27 girls examined respectively. 
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SeeT»iiW The number of students -who passed the Examinations in 1900 


Boys. 

Girls. 

Total. 

3,799 

1.515 

6,314 


In the last ten years the numbers were respectively as 
follows : — 


Year. 

Boys. 

Girls. 

Total. 

- 1891, 

2,304 

774 

3,078 

1392, 

2,539 

784 

8,323 

1893, 

3,041 

955 

3,996 

1894, 

3,419 

1,104 

4,523 

1895, 

3,783 

1,190 

4,973 

1896, 

3,763 

1,213 

4,966 

1837, 

4,134 

1,404 

5,538 

1898, 

4,196 

1,440 

5,636 

1899, 

3,896 

1.410 

5,306 

1900, 

3,799 

1,515 

5,St4 


The proportion yicr cent, of those examined who passed in 1900 
was ; — 


Bovs. 

Girls. 

Boys and Girls. 

67-7 

76-9 

69-8 
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The proportions in the last ten years were respectively as 
follows : — 


Year. 

Boys. 

Girls. 

3oya and Girls. 

1891, 


69-7 

59*5 

59-G 

1892, 


59-1 

53-5 

57-7 

1893, 


57-7 

55-9 

57-3 

1894, 


68*8 

69-2 

58-9 

1895, 


60-4 

67-9 

69-8 

1896, 


57-7 

54 -9 

57- 

1897, 


62-1 

63-3 

62-4 

1898, 


62-6 ■ 

CO-8 

62-1 

1899, 


68* 

69- 

68-3 

1900, 


67-7 

75-9 

69-8 


Exclusive of over-age students the proportion per cent, of 
those examined who passed was : — 


Boys. 

Girls. 

Boys and Girls. 

G8'6 

76-7 

70-7 


Exclusive of over-age students the proportions in the last 
ten years were as follows; — 


Tear. 

Boys. 

Girls. 

Boys and Girls. 

1891, 

69-7 

59-9 

59-8 

1892, 

59-4 

63-5 

67-9 

1893, 

59*5 

67-2 

69- 

1894, 

60-3 

69-9 

60-2 

1895, 

62 -2 

69-3 

61-5 

180G, 

69-9 

66-7 

B9-1 

1897, 

C3‘5 

63-8 

63-6 

1898, 

64-3 

61*7 

63-7 

1899, 

69-3 

70*4 

69-6 

1900, 

68*6 

76-7 

70*7 
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Seo Table 

V. 


See Table 
VI. 


See Table 
VII. 


See Table 
VIII. 


Sec Table 
IX. 


X Bf.port of the Intermediate Education Board for Irela/nd. 


The number of students to whom were awarded £50 Prizes 
(Senior Grade), and Exhibitions in the Middle, Junior, and Pre- 
paratory Grades was : — 

Boys, 854; Girls, 142; Total, 496. 


The number of students to whom were awarded prizes in books 
was : — 

Boys, 481; Girls, 199; Total, 680. 


The number of students to whom were awarded Prizes for 
Composition under Rule 58 was : — 

Boys, 141 ; Girls, 93 ; Total, 234. 


The number of students to whom were awarded Commercial 
Prizes under Rule 49 was : — 

Boys, 29 ; Girls, 0 ; Total, 29. 


Three large Gold Medals were awarded to Boys, and three to 
Girls, for First Places in the several Grades. Ten Gold Medals 
were awarded to Boys, and seven to Girls, for excellence in 
Special Subjects. 


The number of students to whom were awarded Special Money 
Prizes in lieu of Medals under Rule 50 was ; — 

Boys, 2 ; Girls, 4 ; Total, 6. 


The number of students to whom were awarded Special £10 
Prizes in the Senior Grade under Rule 51 was ; — 

Boys, 0 ; Girls, 1 ; Total. 1 
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The amount of Eesulte Fees paid to Managers of Schools onSceAp- 
account of the Examinations in 11)00 -was: peudixiv. 

Boys, il41,097 10s. 10<i; Gii'ls, ^15,060 7s. 4(7; 

Total, £.56,157 18s. 2d . ; 


Of the students, 6,314, who pas.sed the Examination in 1.900, 
Results Fees were paid on 5,107, the average Fee being 
£10 19s. 11(7. per student. 


The foUowing Table shows the distribution of Results Fees 
between the Four Provinces, and the number of Schools in each 
Province, to the Managers of which Results Fees were paid:— 


pROTINCBi, 

Amount of Results Fees paid. 

Total. 

No. of Schools. 

Totai 

Boys. 

Girls. 

Boys. 

Girls. 


£ t . d . 

£ s . d . 

£ s . d . 




Leinster, . 

17,067 6 7 

5,507 5 1 

22,574 1 1 8 

74 

53 

127 

Ulster, 

9,119 0 0 

6,451 17 3 

15,570 17 3 

5R 

63 

121 

Munster, 

12,465 7 6 

•2,237 17 0 

14.703 4 6 

63 

24 

87 

Connaught, . 

2,445 16 9 

863 8 0 

3,309 4 9 

19 

9 

28 

Gross -Total, , 

-11,097 !U If 

15,(00 7 4 

56,157 18 2 

214 

119 

363 


The values of the Burke Memorial Prizes awarded in 1900 
were - 


Girls- 

Plrst Prize, £14 Os. Od: , Prize, £8 15s. Od. 

Second Prize, £8 15s. Od. ! 
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Finance. 

Our Balance Sheet for the year 1900, In respect of the original 
Endowment (Table X. infra), show,s a .surplus of £2,041 16s. lid 
(including a sura of £1,20.5 Is. Id, Income Tax, to be refunded). 
Of this amount £1,039 13s. Hd. is the uninve.stecl .surplus of 1899, 
and a sum of £3,095 9.s. Od. was realised by sale of portion of the 
invested surpluses of former year.s. The net deficit as between 
Income and Expenditure for 1900 is thus £3,293 os. 9d., to 
which may be added liabilitie.s e.stimated at £250. 

The Local Taxation Account (see Table XL) shows that the 
Receipts under the Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 
and as interest on securities, amounted to £’74,143 1.5s. 7rf., and 
that the Expenditure from that account on Results Fees, 
Exhibitions and Prizes for 1900 was £59,534 12s. 6d, the excess 
of Income over Expenditure being thus £14,609 3-s. Id 

Taking both Accounts into consideration, our total Income 
from all sources in 1900 has exceeded our Expenditure in 
respectof that year by £11,315 17s. 4d 


Education. 

The proportion of candidates examined, who passed in the year 
1900, exclusive of over-age students, was 70'7 per cent., being 
the highest proportion of such students during the last ten 
years. 

The per-centages of Students of the prescribed ages examined 
in the different Grades who Pa.ssed were, compared with the per- 
centages in 1899, as follows - 


Grade. 

Boys. 

Girls. 

liiOO. 

1899. 

ISOO. 

1899. 

Preparatory, . 

COD 

08- 

02-8 

70 4 

Junior, 

08- 

m-i 

78'5 

68*7 

Middle, . . . 

S3i 

8r 

85-8 

73*7 

Senior, . , 

75'5 

81-5 

82- 

76*9 
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Turning to tlie Comnieroial side of our Examinations, tlie 
number of students who qualified for Commereial Certificates 
was 124 (123 Boys and 1 Girl). The mimber of Special Coni- 
mercial Prizes awarded was 29 (Boys). 

A number of other students, as in. previous 3 'ears, who did not 
aim at obtaining Commercial Certihcates, availed themselves of 
the opportunity of presenting themselves for examination in 
certain of the Commercial subjects. 

Detailed information respecting the answering of students, 
Boys and Girls, in the different subjects wiU be found in the 
Extracts from theReports of the Examiners (Appendix III.), copies 
of which were transmitted to all Managers of Schools in Ireland 
to whom Results Fees were paid in 1900. 

As stated in our Report for 1899, the final Report of the 
Commission appointed by your Excellency in 1898 to inquire 
into the system of Intermediate Education in Ireland and its 
practical working, was submitted to you in August, 1 800. 

In August, 1900, “An Act to Amend the Law relating to 
Intermediate Education in Ireland” received the Royal assent. 
Under this Act the number of Commissioners was increased to 
twelve, and we are at present engaged in the preparation of 
Rules and Programmes of Examination giving iffect to the 
provisions of the new Act. 


Table I. — Showing the Number of Students who presented them- 
selves for Examination in the last ten years, respectively. 


Yea^. 


■ 

HQII 

■ 

B 

^Hj 

jj^^j 

m 

1898. 

1809. 

1900. 

Boys, 

- 

1.42S 

1,773 

2,129 

2,305 

2,378 

2,427 

2,420 

1,471 

1,378 

Girls. , 

- 

391 

402 


C19 

684 

714 

744 

466 

376 

Total, 

- 

1,820 

2,205 

2.C54 

2,924 

3,062 

3,14] 

3.1 C4 

1.937 

1,764 


[Tablb. 
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Tai!I<e I. — Showing the Number of Students who presented themselves 



Junior Grade. 

Tbak, 

1891. 

1892. 

1893. 

1894. 

1695. 

1806. 

1897. 

1898. 

1899. 

1900. 

Boys— of tbe prescribed age, . 

3,064 

2,17" 

2.407 

2,440 

2,654 

2,759 

2,845 

2,877 

2,828 

2.794 

Do., Over-age, • 

107 

- 

260 

281 

328 

314 

334 

330 

330 

287 

Total, . 

3,171 

2,177 

2,667 

2,721 

2,982 

3,073 

3,179 

3,207 

3,158 

3,081 

Girls — of the prescribed age, . 

941 

7C5 

798 

891 

922 

943 

995 

1,089 

1,028 

1,052 

Do., Over-age, 

13 

- 

59 

81 

89 

94 


100 

91 

96 

Total, , 

954 

765 

857 

972 

1,011 

1,037 

1,090 

1,189 

1,119 

1,148 

Gross Total, « 

4,125 

2,942 

3,524 

3,693 

3,993 

4,110 

4,269 

4,396 

4,277 

4,229 


Senior Grade. 

. 

Year, 

1891. 

1892. 

1893. 

1894. 

1895. 

1896. 

1897. 

1898. 

1899 


Boys— of the prescribed age, , 

224 

1»8 

200 

219 

258 

219 

238 

228 

298 

270 

Do., Over-age, , 

4 

7 

49 

43 

49 

70 

69 

53 

70 

39 

Total, . • 

228 

205 

249 

262 

307 

289 

307 

281 

368 

309 

Gills— of the presctibed age, 

94 

81 

8f 

91 

103 

135 

143 

115 

134 

139 

Do., Over-flge, . 

2 

1 

( 

3 

13 

14 

13 

B 

13 

17 

Total, • • 

96 

82 

92 

102 

116 

149 

isr 

123 

147 

156 

Gross Total. 

S24 

287 

341 

364 

423 

436 

463 

404 

515 

465 
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Middle 

Gbade. 






1891. 

1892. 

1893. 

1894 

1305. 

1896. 

1897. 

1898. 

1809. 

1900. 

Year. 


433 

483 

503 

584 

545 

591 

604 

620 

601 

706 

Boys— of the prescribed age. 


24 

“ 

78 

120 

128 

172 

144 

177 

128 

137 

Bo., Over-age. 


4£7 

483 

576 

704 

673 

763 

748 

797 

729 

843 

Total. 


241 

227 

242 

239 

261 

298 

226 

271 

278 

281 

Girls—of the prescribed age. 


9 

- 

26 

28 

49 

40 

30 

41 

32 

36 

Bo., Over-age. 


250 

227 

268 

267 

310 

338 

256 

312 

310 

317 

Total 


707 

710 

844 

971 

983 

1,101 

1,004 

1,109 

- 

1,039 

1,160 

Gross Total. 



Total. 



1891. 

1892. 

1893. 

1894. 

1895. 

1896. 

1897. 

1898. 

1899. 

1900. 

Year. 


3,721 

4.287 

4,883 

5.372 

6,762 

5,947 

6,114 

6,145 

6,198 

5,148 

Boys— of the prescribed age. 


135 

7 

382 

444 

505 

550 

547 

56C 

528 

463 

Bo., Over-age. 


8.85G 

4,294 

5,265 

5,816 

6,267 

6,608 

6,661 

0,706 

5,726 

5,611 

Total 


1,278 

1,404 

1,618 

1.751 

1,905 

2.060 

2,078 

2,219 

1,906 

1.848 

G)j*la— of the pre.scrlbed age. 


24 

1 

91 

112 


148 

138 

149 

1.46 

149 

Bo., Over-age. 


1,300 

1,405 

1.709 

1,866 

2,056 

2,208 

2,216 

2,868 

2,042 

1,997 

Total 



5,156 

5.759 

6,974 

7,682 

8,323 

8,711 

8,877 

’9,073 

7.768 

7,608 

Gross Total. 
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l^ABLE III'.— Showing the number of 


— 

Prjsparatohy 

Gradb. 

Junior Gbadk. 

Misdie 

Ex- 

amined. 

Passed. 

Proportion 
per cent 
of Passes. 

Ex- 

aminod. 

Passed. 

Proportion 
per cunt, 
of Passes. 

Ex- 

amined. 


Boys — of the prescribed age, 

1,378 

839 

60-9 

2,794 

1,901 

68- 

706 


Do., Over -age, . , , 

- 

- 

- 

287 

179 

62-4 

137 


Total, • . . 

1,378 

639 

60-9 

3,081 

2,080 

67-5 

843 


Girls — of the prescribed age, , 

376 

23G 

C2-8 

1,052 

826 

78-5 

281 














“ 

96 

66 

687 

86 


Total, 

876 

23G 

62-8 

1,148 

892 

77-7 

317 


Gross Total, , , 

1,764 

1,075 

61-3 

4,229 

2,972 

70-3 

1,160 



Table IV.-Showing for each subject (1) the number of students who passed 
e , and (4) the total number examined ; also the propoition 

and (6) •who passed 

boys. 


Preparatory Grade 
(Of the Prescribed Age). 

SCBJBCTS. 

Greek. 

Latin. 

Englirtli. 

French. | Gorrasn 


Passed with Honors, 

,, without fioaors. . • • • . 

Failed, •••***** 

Total Examined, , 

ProporMon per cent, who passed with Honors, . 
iJitto, without Honors, , * 

Total Per-centage passed, 

55 

20 

28 

287 

240 

226 

570 

620 

184 

284 

504 

452 

9 

4 

1 


103 

753 

1,374 

1,240 

14 

6.3-4 

19*4 

38*] 

31*9 

41*5 

45*i 

22-9 

40*6 

643 

2H 

72*8 

70* 

86*6 

63-5 

92*9 

(Ovrer Age).* 

Passed witli Honors, , 

•V without Honors. . * • • • 

• • 

Total Examined, , ^ 

Proportion per cant, who pas,.ed with Honors, , 

1 Uitto, without Honors, , * 

















Oror Age Sludonli w^e 
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XJX 


Students who passed the Exainination. 


Gbadk. 

Sknior Grass. 


Tim a. 




Passed. 

Proportion 
per cent, 
of Passes. 

Ex- 

amined. 

Paesod. 

Proportion 
per cent, 
of Passes. 

Ex- 

amined. 

Passed. 

Proportien 
per cent, 
of Passes. 

— 


5S9 

63-4 

270 

204 

76-5 

6,148 

3,533 

68-6 

B oys — of the prescribed 


65 

47'4 

39 

22 

56-4 

463 

266 

67-4 

Do., Over-age. 


654 

77-6 

309 

226 

73*1 

5,611 

3,799 

67-7 

Total. 


241 

85-8 

139 

114 

82-0 

1,848 

1,417 

76-7 

Girls — of the prescribed 


25 

69-4 

17 

7 

41-2 

149 

98 

65’8 

age. 

Do., Over-age. 


26G 

83-0 

156 

121 

77G 

1,997 

1,515 

75‘9 

Total. 


920 

79-3 

465 

347 

74-6 

7,608 

5,314 

60-8 

Gross Total. 


■\\ith Honors, (2) the ntimher who passed without Honors, (3) the number who 
per cent, to those examined of those who (5) passed with Honors, 
without Honors. 

BOYS. 


digifcU foi I' 


' Italian. 

Caltio. 

Arith- 

metio. 

Euclid. 

Algebra. 

Drawing. 

I* 

76 

427 

679 

489 

397 

6 

70 

637 

310 

377 

366 

9 

54 

296 

297 

367 

193 

2!) 

200 

1,360 

1,286 

1,233 

956 

J8-3 

38 • 

31-4 

52-8 

39-6 

41*5 

■20-7 

35‘ 

46-8 

24-1 

30*6 

S8-3 

1 69- 

1 

73* 

78-2 

76*9 

70-2 

79-3 

1 












1 

1 

i 

t 







Preparatory Grade 
(Of the Prescribed Agre). 


Passed with Honors. 

,, without Honors. 

Failed. 

Total Examined. 

Proportion per cent, who passed with Honors. 
Ditto, without Honors. 

Total Per-centage passed. 

(Over Affe).* 

Passed with Honors. 

,, without Honors. 

Failed. 

Total Examined. 


Proportion per cant. whopaSMii -with Honort 
Ditto, without Honors. 


Tepaudory Grade. 


a 2 
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Table IV. — Showing for each subject (1) the number of students who passed 
failed, and (4) the total mimbev examined ; also the proportion 

and (6) who passed 


BOVS, 



SUBJECTS. 

Tanlor Grade 
(Of tlie Prescribed Ag;e), 




i 

'3 

a 


d 

o 

u 


i 

s 

u 


d 

1 






1 









M 

0} 

u 


JS 

'bo 

fn 

V 

a 

a 

A 

o 

Q 

d 

1 

V 

a 

a 

Italian. 

a 

a 

a ; 

fl ■ 
d 


O 

>3 

K 

Q 


O 

C5 

o 

o 

K ; 

Passed witii Honors, . , 

179 

605 

1,158 

41 

1,244 

92 

39 


29 

3 

‘1 

„ 'wihhout Honors, . 

132 

600 

l,2f6 

147 

003 

164 

21 


12 



Failed 

186 

661 

343 

101 

524 

191 

8 


10 



Total Examined. 

497 

1,766 

2,787 

289 

2,671 

447 

68 


61 

3 

1 

ProDortion per oentwiio passed 
•with Honors. 

36- 

34'2 

41-5 

U-2 

46*6 

20-6 

57-3 


56'9 

100' 

m 

Ditto, •without Honors, 

26-5 

28-3 

461 

50-9 

33-8 

367 

30-9 


23'6 



Total Per-centage passed, 

62-5 

62-6 

87'6 

651 

80-4 

57 '3 

88-2 


80-4 

100* 

100- 

(Over Age.) 












Passed with Honors, . , . 


6 

67 


79 







„ without Honors, 

IT 

59 

195 

14 

110 

9 

2 





Failed 

S5 

91 

25 

16 

84 

14 






Total Examined, . 

52 

166 

287 

29 

273 

23 

2 





Proportion per oent. who passed 
with floiiors. 


3'8 

23-3 


2o-9 







Ditto, without Honors, 

327 

87-8 

67-9 

48-3 

40-3 

391 

100' 


- 



Total Per-centage passed, 

82-7 

41-6 

91'2 

48-3 

69-2 

39-1 

100- 
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witli Honors, (2) the number who passed without Honors, (3) the number who 
per cent, to those examined of those who (5) passed with Honors, 
without Honors — continued. 


BOVS. 


Subjects. 


c 

e 

1 

S 

0 

U 


d 

§ 

bj) 

'B. 

V 

Jid 


d 

A 

a 

o 

a 

.d 

Ph 

'3 

s 

1 

di 

p 

'6 

d 

5 

Junior Grade 
(Of the Prescribed Are). 

6 


o 

03 

W 


a 

.a 

o 

Q 

40 

zc 



103 

771 

219 

546 

456 

71 

36 

284 

219 

Passed with Hoaors. 


55 

1,233 

574 

1,498 

853 

82 

70 

764 

203 

„ witho-ut Honors. 


86 

774 

344 

685 

1,114 

126 

89 

357 

227 

Failed. 


219 

2,778 

1,137 

2,629 

2,423 

279 

195 

1,405 

652 

Total Bratnined 


m 

277 

19-3 

20*8 

18-8 

25-4 

18-5 

20-2 

33-6 

Proportion per cent, "who passed -with 
Honors. 


221 

44-4 

50o 

57- 

35-2 

29-4 

35-9 

54-4 

31-6 

Ditto, withont Honors. 


65'5 

721 

69-8 

77-8 

54- 

54-8 

54-4 

74-6 

65-2 

Total Per-cencago passed. 











(Over Age.) 



55 

16 

55 

8 

2 

. 

16 

19 

Passed -with Honors. 


2 

143 

52 

159 

69 

6 

6 

81 

7 

„ -without Honors. 


4 

87 

24 

58 

148 

22 

16 

23 

24 

Foiled. 


6 

285 

92 

272 

225 

30 

21 

122 

50 

Total Examined. 


33-3 

19'3 

50-2 

17-4 

56-5 

20-2 

58-4 

3-6 

30-7 

6-7 

20- 

23-8 

is-i 

66-4 

38- 

14- 

Proportion per cent, who passed with 
Honors. 

Ditto, without Honors. 


33-3 

69-5 

73-9 

73-6 

34-2 

26-7 

23-8 

79-5 

52- 

Total Per-centage passed. 
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Table IV.— Showing for each subject (1) the number of students who passed 
failed, and (4) the total number examined ; also the proportion 

and (6) who passed 


BOVS. 


Kiddle Grade 
<Of tbe Prescrll)ed Agre). 

Greek. 


English. 

Commercial English. 

Si 

a 

w 

Commercial French. ^ 

o 

S. 

d 

1 

O 

Coumiereial German, j 

1 

Tj 

M 

Commercial Italian. j 

i ! 

C 1 

d 1 
& ! 
CC i 

Passed ■with Honors, . 

131 

303 

330 

35 

482 

43 

24 

5 

10 

1 


„ ■without Honors, , 

65 

201 

351 

48 

1G8 

46 

6 


12 

1 

• i 

Failed. 

56 

84 

22 

8 

32 

46 

2 

• 

1 


■ 

Total Examined, ; 

255 

588 

703 

91 

682 

135 

32 

5 

23 

2 

• 

Proportion percent, who passed 
with Honors. 

52-6 

51-6 

40-9 

38-5 

707 

31-8 

75- 

100- 

43-5 

50- 

i 

Ditto, without Honors, 

25-6 

34-2 

49-9 

52-7 

24-6 

34-1 

187 


62-2 

50- 


Total Per-centaga passed, 

78* 

857 

968 

91 '2 

95-3 

G5-9 

937 

100' 

957 

100- 


(Over Age.) 












Passed with Honors, . 

i 

14 

21 


51 







„ without Honors, 

19 

61 

73 

5 

54 

5 

2 

, 


. 


Faded, ...... 

21 

26 

38 

5 

23 

7 





i 

Total Examined, 

ii 

101 

137 

10 

128 

12 

2 


• 


■ j 

Proportion per cent, who passed 
with Honors. 

91 

13-9 

I5’3 


39-8 







Ditto, without Honors, 

43'2 

60‘4 

66-9 

50- 

42-2 

41-7 

1(0- 





Total Per-contage passed, 

62-3 

74-3 

72-2 

60- 

82- 

417 

100- 
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with Honors, (2) tlie number who passed without Honors, (3) the number who 
per cent, to those examined of those who (5) passed with Honors, 

•without Honors — continued. 


B O IT S. 


SrmjECTS. 


4 

s 

p. 

U2 



bo 



>. 

A 

O 




ZVtiddle Orade 
(Of tbe Prescribed Age). 

d 

a 

g 

. 

B 

o 

2 

tS 

1 

be 

CL 

1 

1 

ti> 

n 

<3 

'O 

a 

a 

o 


Q 

O 




< 


g 

P 

to 



3S 

228 

1S8 

294 

139 

51 

12 

16 

73 

Passed -with Honors. 

. 

17 

350 

59 

252 

202 

28 

17 

72 

36 

„ -without Honors. 

■ 

i 

124 

19 

124 

237 

26 

13 

69 

29 

Failed. 

. 

59 

702 

206 

670 

638 

105 

42 

156 

I3i 

Total Esamined. 


61-4 

S2-6 

62-1 

43-9 

21-8 

48-6 

28-6 

9-6 

52-9 

Proportion per cent, -who passed 
•with Honors. 


28-8 

49-8 

28-6 

37-6 

41-1 

26-7 

40-5 

46-1 

26-1 

Ditto, without Honors. 


93-2 

82-3 

90-7 

81-5 

62-9 

76-3 

G91 

66‘7 

79- 

Total Per-centage passed. 











(Over Age). 



i 

8 

23 

8 

8 



2 

Passed with Honors. 


1 

55 

4 

58 

25 

3 

1 

5 

3 

„ without Honors. 

• 

1 

78 

3 

53 

86 

6 

2 

16 

6 

Failed. 

■ 

2 

135 

16 

134 

114 

12 

3 

21 

11 

Total Examined. 



3- 

63-3 

17-2 

2-0 

26- 



IS'2 

Proportion per cent, who posseJ- 
•with Honors 


50- 

407 

2G-7 

43-3 

21-9 

25- 

33-3 

23-8 

27-3 

Ditto, without Honors. 


50- 

43-7 

80- 

60-5 

24'5 

60- 

33-3 

23-8 

46-6 

Total Per-conta^je passed. 
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Table IV. — Showing for each subject (1) the number of students who passed 
failed, and (4) the total number examined ; also the proportion 

and (6) who passed 

BOVS. 


Senior Grade 
(Of tlie Pregorlbed Ag^e). 

Greek. | 

Latin 

'Si 

0 

H 

Commercial English. 

.a 

a 

CTommercial French. j 

German. 

Commercial German. | 

Italian. | 

Commercial Italian. j 

a 

'3 

d 

Passed witli Honors, . 

79 

141 

74 

1 

182 

20 

11 

6 

9 

6 


„ without Honors, 

50 

81 

151 

11 

56 

24 

3 

2 

4 



Failed, 

28 

28 

40 

3 

19 

5 

1 





Total Examined, 

157 

250 

265 

15 

257 

49 

15 

7 

13 

5 

__ 

Proportion peroent. who passed 
with Honors. 

50-3 

56-4 

27-9 

6-7 

70-8 

40-8 

73-3 

71*4 

69-2 

100- 


Ditto, without Honors, 

318 

32-4 

67- 

73-3 

21-8 

49- 

20* 

28-6 

30-8 



Total Per-centage passed. 

821 

88-8 

84-9 

80- 

92*6 

89-8 

93*3 

100- 

100* 

100- 


(Over Age,) 

Passed with Honors, . , 

6 

14 



S 







without Honors, 

10 

17 

25 

2 

16 







Fo.iled, 

12 

6 

14 


13 

1 






Total Examined, 

28 

37 

S9 

2 

88 

1 

















— 

Propoi tion per cen I . wl\o passed 
with Honors. 

21*4 

37-8 

. 


23-7 







Ditto, without Honors, 

35-7 

45-9 

64-1 

100- 

42-1 






■ 

Total Per-centage passed, 

57-1 

83-7 

C4-] 

100' 

66-8 
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with Honors, (2) the number who passed without Honors, (3) the number who 
per cent, to those examined of those who (5) passed with Honors, 
without Honors — continued. 


BOVS. 





Subjects. 





— 

— 

— 


— 

— 


— 

— 


.a 

fi 

a 

& 

T, 


1 

A 

1 


1 

I 

A 

(3. 

O 

O 




Senior Grade 
(Of tlie Prescribed Are). 

B 

a 

o 

O 

Celtic. 

g 

i 

■g 

•a 

•A 

o 

o 

m 

bs 

g 

1 

Ph 

€ 

''A 

■a 

1 

.q 

O 

Drawing. 

Sbortliand 



10 

86 

103 

39 

19 

3 

11 

9 

Passed witb Honors. 


13 

118 

135 

109 

7 

8 

7 

13 

„ -without Honors. 


2 

19 

20 

63 

1 

2 

3 

7 

Failed. 


25 

263 

258 

211 

30 

8 

21 

29 

Total Examined. 

, 

10- 

34- 

39-9 

18-5 

63-3 

37-6 

52-4 

31* 

Proportion per cent, who passed with 
Honors. 


62- 

16-6 

53-3 

51-6 

23-3 

37-5 

33-3 

44'8 

Ditto, -without Honors. 


92- 

80*6 

92-2 

701 

86-6 

75- 

85-7 

75'8 

Total Per-centage passed. 










(Over Ar«)< 



5 

1 

1 

1 




Passed with Hoixotb. 



18 

28 

9 

2 


1 

1 

„ -without Honors. 



11 

6 

11 

1 




I'ailed. 



81 

38 

21 

1 


1 

1 

Total Examined. 



14-7 

10-5 

4-2 

26- 




Proportion per cent, who panad with 



52 '9 

73-7 

37-5 

50' 


100- 

lOO- 

Ditto, without Honor®. 



67-8 

81-2 

41-7 

75' 

1 

100- 

iro- 

Total Per-centage passed 
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'Xablb IV. — Showing for each subject (1) tlie number of students who ’ 

failed, and (4) the total number examined ; also the proportion 

and (6) who passed 

BOYS, 


Total in all Grades 
(.Of the Prescribed Ag*e)i 


Passed -with Honors, . 

„ ■without Honors, . 
Failed, . i , , . 


Total Examined, . , 

Proportion per cent, •who passed 
with Honors. 

Ditto, wilhont Honors, . 
Total Per-centage passed, . 


(Over Ape.) 

Passed tvith Honors, , « 

» ■without Honors, . 
Failed, . . , , , 


Total Examined, . 

Proportion per cent. -who passed 
with Honors, 

Ditto, ■without Honors, . 
Total Per-centage passed, . 





d 

a 

W 


4 

R 

V 


d 

1 

O 












CJ 


O 


3 


d 

tL 

s 

5 

4 

c 

1 

a 

§ 

a 

B 

a 

o 



o 

b 

c 

o 


147 

1,336 

2,132 

77 

2,192 

IS.') 

S3 

10 

2(17 

1,02^2 

2.408 

206 

1.631 

234 

34 

2 

298 

999 

S89 

112 

987 

342 

13 


1,012 

3,357 

6,129 

395 

4,810 

631 

129 

12 

44'2 

39-8 

41-6 

19’5 

46'6 

24-6 

64 3 

83-3 

2&i 

30^4 

469 

62-1 

33-9 

37-1 

26-3 

16-7 

TO-6 

70-2 

88^5 

71-6 

79-5 

61-7 

90-6 

100- 

10 

34 

88 


139 




46 

1ST 

298 

21 

180 

14 

4 


68 

123 

77 

20 

120 

22 



124 

294 

463 

41 

439 

36 

4 

• 

8'I 

1P6 

10* 


31-7 




37^1 

46'6 

64-4 

61'2 

41- 

33-9 

100- 


46’2 

58'2 

83’4 

61-2 

72-7 

38-9 

100- 
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witli Honors, (2) the number who passed without Honors, (3) the number who 
per rent, to those examined of those who (6) passed with Honors, 
without Honors — continued. 

BOYS. 


Subjects. 








.2 


' 











S 


1^ 

pj 




Total in all Grades 


Colfcie. 

Arithmetic. 

Book-keeping. 

Euclid. 

d 

.a 

he 

< 

d 

q 

a 

o 

Q 

§) 

•E 

e 

P 

d 

s 

0 

s 

1 

Chemistry. 

u 

p 

1 

Q 

'S 

d 

O 

ja 

CO 

(Of tlie Prosorl1>ed Age.) 


232 

L426 

317 

1,C22 

1,084 

86 

39 

141 

51 

707 

SOI 

Tasaed -with Honors. 


155 

2,220 

633 

2,195 

1,492 

118 

109 

U7 

90 

1,209 

255 

„ without Honors. 


UG 

1,191 

363 

1,026 

1,718 

49 

63 

156 

104 

623 

263 

Failed. 


533 

4,810 

1,313 

1,813 

4,294 

253 

211 

414 

245 

2,538 

819 

Total Examined. 


13'5 

29-5 

258 

33-S 

25-3 

34- 

18-6 

31- 

20-8 

27-8 

367 

Proportion per cent, who paesed 
with Honors. 



45-9 

47-1 

45-3 

317 

4C-6 

51-6 

28-3 

36-7 

47-6 

31-1 

Ditto, -without Honors. 


72'6 

75-1 

729 

78-8 

59-9 

80-6 

70-1 

C2-3 

57-5 

75-4 

67-8 

Total Per-centage passed. 













(Over Affo.) 



59 

24 

82 

11 

5 

1 

6 


16 

21 

Passed with Honors. 


3 

198 

6B 

245 

91 

IS 

9 

11 

6 

87 

11 

„ without Honors. 


5 

163 

27 

117 

231 

11 

14 

29 

18 

41 

30 

Failed. 


8 

420 

107 

444 

339 

34 

24 

46 

24 

144 

62 

Total Examined. 


37-5 

u- 

22-4 

18-5 

3-2 

147 

4'2 

13- 


ll-l 

33-9 

Proportion per cent, who passed 
with Honors. 



52-3 

65-2 

27-7 

62-9 

37-5 

23-9 

25- 

60-4 

177 

Ditto, without Honors 

_ 

37-5 

61-1 

747 

737 

30-9 

67-6 

41-7 

36-9 

26- 

71-5 

51-6 

Total Per-centage passed. 
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Ta-Ole IV. — Showing for each subject (1) the number of students who passed 
failed, and (4) the total number examined ; also the proportion 

and (6) who passed 


GIRLS. 


Preparatory Grade 
(Of tlie Prescribed Ag:e). 

Subjects. 

Grooh. 

Latin. 

EngUah. 

French. 

German. 

Italian 

Passed with Honors, . ♦ , . . 


42 

194 

88 

31 

14 

„ without Honors, .... 

1 

49 

159 

181 

IG 

18 

Failed, 

2 

41 

22 

102 

14 

7 

Total Examined, . , 

3 

132 

375 

371 

61 

39 

Proportion per cent, who passed with Honors, 


31 '8 

51-7 

23-7 

50-8 

35-9 

Ditto, without Honors , 

33-3 

371 

42-4 

48-8 

26*2 

46-1 

Total Per-centaje passed, . 

33-3 

68-9 

94*1 

72-5 

77- 

82- 

(Over Age),* 







Passed with Honors, 







,, without Honors, • . , . 







Failed, 







Total Examined, , , 







Proportion per cent, who passed with Honors, 







Ditto, without Honors, , , 








• Over Ag» Stud«nU 
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with Honors, (2) the number who passed without Honors, (3) the tuunher who 
per cent, to those examined of those who (5) passed with Honors, 
without Honors — continued* 


G I R li S. 


SUBJErTS. 

Preparatory Grade 
(Of tlie Prescribed Ag^e). 

Celtic. 

Arith* 

metic. 

Euclid. 

Algebra. 

Dra-sring. 

13 

81 

61 

59 

153 

Passed with Honors. 

7 

190 

37 

109 

135 

j, without Honors. 

9 

102 

54 

115 

47 

Failed. 

29 

373 

162 

283 

335 

Total Examined. 

44-8 

21-7 

40-1 

20-8 

45-7 

Proportion per cent, who passed with Honors. 

24-1 

50-9 

24-3 

38-5 

40*3 

Ditto, without Honors. 

68-9 

72-6 

64*4 

59-3 

86- 

Total Per-centage passed. 






(Over Age.) * 






Passed with Honors. 






„ without Honors. 






Fmled. 






Total Examined. 






Proportion por cent, who passed with Honor*. 






Ditto, without Honors. 


eligible fo? Preparatory Orado. 
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Table IV. Showing for each subject ^1) the numbtiv of students who passed 

failed, and (4) the total number examined ; also the proportion 

and (G) who passed 


GIRLS. 


Subjects. 


Tanlor Grade 
(Of the Prescribed Age). 


Passed with Honors, . . 

i 

9 

122 

393 


679 

65 

131 

8 

49 

1 

2 

„ without Honors, 

6 

125 

501 

9 

271 

81 

135 

9 

67 

e 


Failed, 

5 

80 

97 

1 

92 

58 

43 

3 

49 

8 


Total Examined, . , . 

20 

327 

1,051 

10 

1,042 

201 

309 

15 

155 

17 

2 

Proportion per cent, who passed 
with Honors. 

45* 

37-3 

37-4 


65'2 

31-9 

42'4 

20- 

31-6 

6-9 

,100- 

Ditto, without Honors, . 

'so- 

3B'2 

53-4 ' 

90- 

26- 

39-7 

43-7 

60- 

36-8 

47' 


Total Per-centage passed, . 

76- 

75-5 

90-a 

90- 

91-2 

71-B 

. 8G-1 ' 

80- 

68-4 

62-9 ' 

100- 

(Over Age.) 












Passed with Honors, . . 


1 

28 


28 

2 






„ without Honors, . 


1 

61 


50 

1 

5 



. 


Failed, ..... 


8 

6 

• 

17 

7 

4 


10 



Total Examined, . 


10 

05 


95 

10 

9 


10 



Proportion per cent, who passed 
with Honors. 


10- 

29-5 


29-6 

20' 






Ditto, without Honors, . 


10- 

61-2 


62-6 

10- 

55-5 

• 




Total Per-centage passed, . 


20- 

93-7 


82-1 

30- 

55-5 


• 
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with Honors, (2) the number who passed without Honors, (3) the number who 
per cent, to those examined of those who (5) passed with Honors, 
without Honors— 


OXRLS. 



Subjects. 

Junior G-rade 
(Of the Presorlbed Age). 

0 

o 

1 

? 

Book-keeping. 

Euclid. 

Algebra. 

Natural Philoaopliy, 

Chemistry. 

Botany. 

Drawing. 

1 

Domestic Economy. 

Shorthand. | 


21 

176 

30 

104 

74 

1 

2 

18 

209 

376 

233 

21. 

Passed with Honors. 


17 

632 

92 

187 

252 

1 

6 

26 

419 

246 

416 

11 

-without Honors, 


10 

198 

SI 

120 

292 

1 

2 

12 

107 

76 

122 

19 

E^led. 



1,006 

153 

411 

618 

3 

10 

66 

735 

698 

771 

51 

Total Examined. 


i37 

17-d 

190 

25-3 

12- 

33-3 

20- 

32-1 

28-4 

53-9 

30-2 

11-2 

Proportion per cent, -who passed 














•with Honors. 


3o'4 

62-8 

601 

45'5 

40-8 

33-3 

60- 

46-4 

57- 

35-2 

53-9 

21-6 

Ditto, -without Honors, 


79-1 

80-3 

797 

708 

52'8 

66-6 

80- 

78-5 

85-4 

89-1 

84-1 

62-8 

Total Por-centage passed. 














(Over Age). 


2 

8 

4 

1 

1 




25 

29 

19 


Passed -with Honors. 


6 

44 

6 

11 

8 




46 

33 

52 

1 

„ -without Honors. 


1 

39 


6 

26 



1 

4 

6 

7 

, 

Failed. 



— — 














9 

91 

10 

18 

35 



1 

78 

68 

78 

1 

Total Examined. ! 















j 


22-2 

8-8 

40- 

5-5 

2-8 




33-3 

42-6 

24-3 


ProportiC'H per cent, who passed 


. 












with, Honors. 




60- 

611 

22-8 




61-3 

48-5 

66-7 

100- 

Ditto, -without Honors. 


88'9 

57-1 

100- 

66-S 

25-6 




94-6 

91-1 

91- 

100‘ 

Total Por-centage passed, j 
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Table IV.-Rhowing for each subject (1) the number of students who passed 
failed, and (4) the total number examined ; also the propoi-tion 
* and (6) who passed 

GXKXiS. 
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with Honors, (2) the number who passed without Honors, (3) the number who 
per cent, to those examined of those who (5) passed with Honors, 
without Honors — continued. 


O I R X: S. 


Subjects. 



o 

O 

Arithmetic. 

Book-keeping. 

•d 

;a 

3 

g 

< 

Natural Philosophy. 

Chemistry. 

Botany. 

Drawing. 

p 

a 

Domeatia Economy. 

rs 

a 

O 

J3 

CO 

Ittlddle Grade 
(Of tbe Prescribed Age). 


5 

20 

22 

44 

28 

5 

2 

4 

12 

129 

102 

6 

Passed -with Honors. 


i 

124 

10 

42 

68 

5 


8 

67 

57 

111 

2 

witho-ut Honors. 



98 

3 

28 

45 


2 

2 

58 

2 

5 

6 

Failed. 


9 

242 

35 

114 

141 

10 

4 

14 

137 

188 

218 

18 

Total Examined. 



8-3 

62-8 

38-6 

19-3 

50' 

50- 

28-6 

8-7 

68-6 

46-8 

38-5 

Proportion per cent, who passed 














with Honors. 

■ 

ii-i 

51-2 

28-6 

36-8 

48-2 

50- 


57-1 

48-9 

30-3 

60-9 

15-4 

Ditto. -without Honors. 

1 

99D 

59-5 

91-4 

75-4 

68- 

100* 

50- 

85-7 

57'6 

98-9 

97-7 

53-9 

Total Per-centage passed. 

1 













(Over Age). 

■ 



2 

1 




1 

4 

13 

5 


Passed with Honors. 

■ 

1 

11 

2 

4 

2 



3 

6 

6 

25 

1 

„ without Honors. 

■ 


15 

1 

1 

3 




9 

3 

3 

1 

Failed. 

1 

1 

26 

5 

6 

5 



4 

19 

22 

33 

2 

Total Examined. 




40* 

I6'7 




25* 

21' 

69-1 

15-1 


Proportion per cent, who passed 














•with Honors. 


100- 

42-3 

40- 

667 

40- 



76' 

31-6 

27-3 

75-7 

50- 

Ditto, without Honors. 


lOO. 

42.3 

80' 

^'4 

40- 



100- 

52-6 

86-4 

90-8 

50' 

Total Per-centage passed. 


'7^ 

D 
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Table IV.— Sho-wing for each subject (1) the number of students who passed 
failed, and (4) the total number examined ; also the proportion 

and (6) who passed 

OIKX.S. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 


Oommorcial Spanieli. 


Report of the Intermediate Eclucation Board for Ireland. 




with Honora, (2) the minibei- who passed without Houoi-s, (3) the mimbei- who 
fer cent, to tliose examined of those who (5) passed -Rdth Honors 
■^vithout Honoi^ — continued. 


GlHIi S. 






Subjects. 






o 

o 

O 

g 

-3 

§ 

a 

q 

Euclid. 

Plane Trigonometry. 

j Natural Philosopliy. 

1 Chemistry. 

Botany. 

til 

ct 

& 

j9 

o 

1 

a 

I 

o 

■M 

s 

o 

fl 

Shorthand. 

Senior Crrade 
(Of the Prescribed Age). 

2 

13 

17 

6 

3 


1 

28 

65 

59 


Passed with Honors. 

2 

25 

44 

16 

1 


1 

21 

14 

42 

1 

„ without Honors. 



10 

15 




10 

1 

1 

2 

Failed. 

i 

51 

71 

36 

4 


2 

59 

80 

102 

3 

Total Examined. 

60- 

23-5 

23'9 

13-9 

75- 


60* 

47-4 

81-2 

57-8 


Proportion per cent, who passed 
with Honors 

60- 

49- 

(52- 

41-4 

26- 


50- 

33'6 

17-5 

41-2 

33'3 

Ditto, Without Honors. 

too- 

72-0 

85'9 

58-3 

100‘ 

— ■ 

100- 

83- 

987 

99- 

33-3 

Total Per-ceutage passed. 

(Over Age). 



. 

. 




2 

7 

5 


Passed with Honors. 


. 

2 





6 

2 

10 


„ without Honors. 


2 

2 


1 



2 




Failed. 


2 

i 


1 



0 

9 

15 


Total Ezaisined. 








222 

77*8 

33-3 


Proportion per cent, who passed 
with Honors. 



50- 





55-5 

22-2 

60-7 


Ditto, without Honors. 



50- 





777 

100- 

100- 


Total Per-ceutage passed. 


D 2 
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Table IY. Showing lor each subject (1) tlie number of smdents who passed 

failed, and (4) the total number examined ; also the proportion 

and (6) who passed 

GIKIiS. 


SCBJEOT3. 


Total In all Grades 
(Of the Prescribed 
Are), 

Greek. 

.5 

>3 

o 

PS 

Commercial English. 

French. 

Commereial French. 

German. 

Cominereial German. 

Italian. 

Commereial Italian. 

A 

'£ 

a 

CO 

Commoreial Spanish. 

6 

g 

Passed with Ilonors, 

15 

263 

769 

5 

1,063 

125 

270 

12 

106 

16 

4 


41 

277 

„ ■without Ilonors, . 

12 

238 

934 

24 

562 

153 

207 

33 

104 

11 

4 


30 

91G 

1 

; Failed, 

7 

110 

141 

2 

207 

80 

77 

9 

63 

9 



19 

39S 

; Total Esaminer], 

31 

641 

1,844 

31 

1,832 

358 

554 

54 

273 

36 

8 


90 

1,621 

Proportion per cent, -who 
passed witn Honors. 

Ditto, without Honors, 

Wl 

41* 

41-7 

16-1 

58- 

34-9 

48-7 

22-2 

38*8 

44*4 

50* 


45*5 

17*1 

35-3 

37-1 

50-6 

77-4 

30-7 

42*7 

37-4 

61*1 

38*1 

30-6 

50* 


33-3 

5S-3 

Total Per-centage passed, 

79-i 

78-1 

92-3 

93-5 

88-7 

776 

861 

83*3 

76*9 

74-9 

100* 


788 

75*4 

(Over Age.) 

Passed with Honors, 


2 

37 

1 

45 

3 

2 




1 


2 

8 

„ without Honors, . 


3 

95 

2 

80 

7 

0 


3 




7 

55 

Failed, ..... 


10 

16 

1 

23 

12 

7 

1 

11 




1 

54 

Total Esamined, 


15 

148 

4 

148 

22 

IS 

1 

14 


1 


10 

117 

Proportion per cent, ■who 


13-3 

25- 

25- 

30-4 

13-6 

U*1 




100- 


20' 

6-8 

1 passed with Honors, . 

' . iDitto ■without Honoj-tf, 


20- 

64-2 

50' 

54- 

31-8 

60* 


21-4 




70* 

47* 

Total Per-oentage passed. 


33-3 

89-2 

75* 

84*4 

45*4 

61*1 


21*4 


100* 


90' 

53-8 
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■inth Honors, (2) the number who passed without Honors, (3) the number who 
per cent, to those examined of those who (5) passed with Honors 
■without Honors — coniinmd. 


GIIIZ.S. 




SUBJECTS. 

Total In all Grades 
(Of the Prescribed 

A?e). 

Book-keeping. 

S 

B 

1 

u 

.2 

1 

< 

•3 

g 

•o 

ts 

g 

Plane Trigonometry. 

Nattiral Philosophy. 

Chemistry. 

Botany. 

u 

B 

1 
o . 

1 

Domestic Economy. 

•B 

B 

<9 

s 

CQ 


62 

226 

161 

12 

5 

9 

4 

23 

402 

670 

394 

26 

Pnssed with Honors. 


102 

310 

429 

25 

16 

7 

6 

35 

642 

317 

569 

14 

„ -without Honors. 


31 

212 

452 

14 

15 

1 

4 

14 

222 

79 

128 

27 

Failed 

■ 

188 

748 

1,012 

61 

36 

17 

14 

72 

1,266 

966 

1,091 

67 

Total Examined. 


27-6 

30-2 

15'4 

23-0 

13-9 

52 9 

28-6 

31-9 

31-7 

59’ 

36-1 

38-8 

Proportion per cent, who passed 














with Honors. 


51-2 

41-4 

41-2 

49- 

44-4 

41-2 

42-8 

48-6 

60-7 

33-S 

62-1 

20-9 

Ditto -without Honors. 


81-8 

71-6 

56-6 

72-5 

58-3 

94-1 

71-4 

80-5 

S2-4 

91-8 

88-2 

597 

Total Per-ceatage passed. 














COrer Age). 


6 

2 

1 





' 

31 

49 

29 


Passed with Honors. 


8 

17 

10 


■ 



3 

57 

41 

87 

2 

„ witho'nt Honors, 


1 

9 

29 

2 


1 


1 

15 

9 

10 

1 

Failed. 


15 

23 

40 

2 


1 


5 

103 

99 

126 

3 

Total Examined, 


10‘ 

71 

2-5 





20- 

30-1 

49-5 

23- 


Proportion per cent, -who passed 
with Honors. 


63'3 

607 

2o- 





CO- 

55-3 

41-4 

69- 

66-7 

Ditto "Without Honors. 


93-3 

67-8 

27-6 





80- 

85-4 

90-9 

92- 

66-7 

Total Fer-centage passed. 
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Table V. Shomng the number of Students to -whom £50 Prizes 

(Senior Grade) and Exhibitions rrere awarded. 


— 

Senior 
Grade, 
, £50. 

Middle 
Grade, 
£30 
a year, 
tenable for 
two years. 

Junior 
Grade, 
£20 
a year, 
tenable for 
three years. 

Pre- 

paratoiy 

Grade, 

£20 

tenable for 
one year. 

^ Total. 

Boys, . 

24 

40 

187 

100 

360 

Girls, . . 

10 

21 

71 

S3 

136 

Gross Total, 

34 

70 

258 

133 

496 


Table VI. — Showing the number’ of Students to whom Prizes in 
Books were awarded. 


— 7 

First 

Class 

Prizes. 

Second 

Class 

Prizes. 

Third 

Class 

Prizes. 

Total. 

Boys : — 

Preparatory Grade,* 



107 

107 

Junior „ 

69 

64 

86 

189 

Middle ,, , 

35 

31 

41 

107 

Senior „ . • . 

12 

12 

33 

67 

Total, ■ ■ . 

106 

97 

207 

470 

Giuls!— 

Preparatory Grade,* , . 



43 

48 

Junior „ . ; . 

21 

17 

P 

90 

Middle „ • • « 

10 

11 

24 

46 

Sei.ior „ . • . . 

7 

7 

11 

25 

Total, 

38 

36 

. 130 

203 

Gross Total, , ; 

144 

132 

397 

673 


* £l Book Prize! only were awardable in tho Propor&tory Grade. 
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Table VII.— Showing the number of Students to whom Prizes in 
Composition were awarded. (Rule 53.) 


— 

Greek, j 

Latin. 

English. 

Fronoh.^Getman.1 
! 1 

rt.aliaTi. 

Colllo. j 

Spanish. 

Total 

BOTS ! — 








6 1 



Preparatorj’ Grade, £2, . 

4 

8 

4 

6 

2 

3 




Junior „ 

£2, . 

7 

7 

12 

9 

3 

3 

6 



Middle 

£3, . 

3 

4 

5 

3 

1 

1 

4 



Senior ,, 

£4, . 

5 

5 

7 

2 

1 

1 

1 

- 

22 

Total, 


19 

24 

28 

20 

7 

8 

17 


123 













PreD.aratory Grade, £2, . 

- 

4 

4 

8 

2 

2 

3 


26 

Junior „ 

£2, . 

3 

2 

6 

6 

5 

3 

2 



Middle „ 

£3, . 

- 

3 

4 

6 

2 

3 




Senior „ 

£4, . 

8 

4 

6 

3 

- 

2 

- 

- 

16 

Total, . 


6 

13 

20 

23 

9 

10 

5 

- 

86 

Gross Total, 


26 

37 

48 

43 i 

16 

18 

22 

- 

209 


Table VIII. — Showing the number of Students to whom Special 
Commercial Prizes were awarded. (Rule 49.) 


- 

Number. 

Value. 

Bots 


£ 

Junior, £15, , , , . 

4 

fiO 

Do.. £10, .... 

14 

140 

Do., £5, . 

15 


Middle £20, .... 

1 

20 

Do., £10, . ... . 

1 

10 

Do., £6, . 

1 

5 

Total, . . . 

36 

£310 


Table IX, — Showing the number of Students to whom Medals were 
awarded. (Rule 60.) 


Grade. 

LARGE 

Gold 

Medals. 

SMiU-LER GOLD MEDALS. 

First in 
Grade. 

First in 
Classics. 

First in 
English. 

First in 
Mathe- 
matics. 

First in 
Modern 
Languages 

(Senior, , 

1 

1 

1 

1 

*1 

BoTs, -^Middle, 

1 

1 

*1 

1 

\ 

(Junior, , 

1 

*1 

1 

*1 

i 

(Senior, , 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

GttiLs, ^Middle, . 

1 

1 

1 

•1 

1 

(Junior, 

1 

1 

1 

•1 


Total, . 

6 

5 

6 

3 

5 


“In each of these oasea the Student, bein^j diaqualifled for award of the Medal CRulo 
fiO, par. 6) haa been awarded a Money Prize of £4. 
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Table X. — Accotjkts of the Boajid (original 

(A) CAPITAL 



Secim'fiea. 

Cask. 


, £ s. d. 

£ <- d. 

Balance on 1st January, 1900, . . . . 

1,024,009 11 8 



Cash proceeds of Securities Sold, . • 

— 

3,695 9 0 

£ 

1,024,069 11 8 

2,696 9 0 






Receipts. 

£ s. d. 

£ 9. 0 

In respect of the year 1899 



Cash Balance as per Report of 1899, . . 

870 4 6 


Income Tax refunded, .... 

916 13 4 


Sales uf Publications, ..... 

122 9 0 




1,909 6 10 

[Cr. Balaaoe, 1899, £1,639 13s, Sd.l 



Jn respect of the year 1900 



Interest of Securities, ..... 

, 28,i85 i 10 


„ on Cash on deposit, . 

,47 12 9 


Examination Fees, ..... 

998 16 7 


Do. (late") Fees, .... 

5 12 6 


Sale of TTaste Paper, ..... 

2 9 0 


Sales of Publications, 

17 6 0 


Restitution, 

4 9 0 




29,261 9 8 

Cash proceeds of Securities Sold, « 

- 

3,695 9 0 

• [Dr. Balance, 1900, £803 17j. lOiI.] 

. 



£ 34,866 6 


* There ii a net Iiahilit7i in addition to this Balance, estimated at £250. 
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account. 



SecuritUs. 

Cash. 


£ s. d. 

£ s. d. 

Securities Sold, ...... 

3.800 0 0 

3,895 9 0 

Balance on 31st December, 1900, , . 

1,020,209 11 8 

- 

£ 

1,024,009 11 8 

3,695 9 0 


ACCOUNT. 


Payments. 
In respect of the year 1899 : — 

AdministTaiion — 

Incidentals, 

Printing and Stationery, 
Cost of Audit, . 

Examinations — 

Printing and Stationery, 
Petty Expenses, . 

Minor Prizes, . , 

Eesults Fees, , 

In respect of the year 1900 x— 

AdniinUtraiion — * 

Permanent Salaries, . 
Writers, . 

Kent, 

Printing and Stationery, 
Incidentals, 


Examinations — * 

Examiners’ Remuneration, . 

Do., Locomotive Expenses, 

Do., Incidental and Petty Expenses, 
Centre Superintendents’ 'Remuneration, 

Do., Locomotive Expenses, . 

Do., Incidental and Petty Expenses, 

Hire of Rooms 

Printing and Stationery,. . . . 

Petty Expenses, .... 
Locomotive do., . , • . 

Rewards-^ 

Money Prizes ^and Exhibitions, 1900 (neiv 

Awards), 

Retained Exhibitions of 1898 and 1899, 

Results Fees, 

Medals and Minor Prizes, . 

Miscellaneotis— 

Income Tax to be refunded, . . 

Law Costs 

Balance, . • . . , 


39 7 9 
13 13 11 
100 0 0 


£ ». 


79 10 

0 

6 15 

0 

10 0 

0 

21 6 

6 

3,384 17 

0 

527 18 

0 

64 12 

4 

55 1 

8 

257 7 

0 

6,440 0 

0 

34 6 

9 

8 9 

3 

3,717 0 

0 

599 13 

4 

370 11 

5 

283 19 

0 

1,284 19 

2 

677 14 

9 

5 2 

6 

3,023 10 

0 

2,T95 0 

0 

8,927 15 

8 

1,180 6 

0 

1,205 1 

1 

16 18 

0 


116 U C 


4-, 289 15 7 


12,321 15 2 


15.926 U 8 


1,221 14 1 
836 15 10 


34,866 5 6 


• All Expenses of Administration and Examinations are paid out of the original Endow- 
ment of the Board, payments from the Local Taxation Girnt beiug limited to Results Fei.8 
and rewards to Students. 
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Table XII.— THE "BURKE MEMORIAL FOND.” 

ACCOUST POE THE TkaE ENDED 31ST DeCEUBEB, 1900. 

CAPITAL ACCOUNT. 

Government per cent. Consols, jB1,223 18s. llrf. 1 Balance on Dec. 31 1900, • , . .£1,222 18s. IIA 


£ 


£ s. J 


Balance on 1st January, 1900, . . . . 0 14 

5 Jan., Quarter's Dividend on per cent. Contois, 8 8 

6 April, „ .. .> ” o I 

5J'Jy. » ” R f 

5 Oct., „ .> » .. » S 


Printing and Stationery, , 
Piizes {vide page si.), , 

Balance on Dec. 31, 1900, 


I 13 0 
31 10 0 
1 5 1 


£34 7 1 
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this 26th day of April, 1901. 



Present at Board Meeting when Seal was affixed, 


T. J. Bellingham Beady, Assistant Oon^missioner, 
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NAMES OF THE COMMISSIONERS 

OP 

INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND). 


The Right Hon. Christopher Palles, ll.d., Lord Chief Baron of 
the Exchequer iu Ireland, Chairman. 

The Right Hon. Mr. Justice M.adden, Vice-Chairman. 

The Rev. George Salmon, n.D,,D.c.L., ll.d.,T'.r.s., Provost, Trinity 
College, Buhlin. 

The Right Hon. O’CoNOR Don, h.m.l., ll.d. 

Rev. W. Todd Martin, d.d., d.lit. 

David G. Barkley, Esq., ll.d. 

His Grace The Most Rev. William J. Walsh, d.d., Ai-chhishop 
of Dublin. 

Samuel Dill, Esq., m.a. 

Rev. T. A. Finlay, m.a., f.e.d.1. 

Right Rev. Gerald Molloy, d.d., d.so. 

W. J. M. Stabkie, Esq., M.A., d.lit. 

Rev. J. P. Mahaffy, d.d., mds.d., s.f.t.c.d. 

Francis A. Tarlkton, Esq., ll.d., d.sc., f.t.c.d. 

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER. 

T. J. Bellingham Brady, m.a., ll.d. 
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Appendix I. 

List of Persons of whom a sufficient number were selected 
with the approval of the Lord Lieutenant, to conduct the 
Examinations in 1900 (Rule G). 

Greek and Latin. 

Armour, Eev. James B., m.a. (e.c.i.') 

Beare, John I., M.A., F.T.O.D. 

Bryce, A. Hamilton, ll.d. 

Carleton, Rev. James G., b.d., Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 

Cotter, W. E. P., b.a., 1st Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 

Croskery, Rev. James, m.a., b.d. 

Dickey, Rev. R, II. F., m.a., b.d. 

Dougan, T. W., m.a., Ex-Fellow, St. John’s College, Cambridge; 

Profe.ssor of Latin, Queen’s College, Belfast. 

Doyle, Charles F., m..a. (f.r.u.i.), b.a. (Dub.), Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 

Exham, Gerard, M.A., p, t.c.d. 

Goligher, “W. A., m.a.. Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 

Hamilton, Rev. A. B., m.a., ll.e. (h.u.i.) 

Hitchcock, Rev. Francis R. M., m.a., b.d.. Dub., 1st Sen. Mod., TJniv. 
Student, T.C.D. 

Keene, Charles, m.a. (Dub.), Professor of Greek, Queen’s College, Cork. 
Kelly, Very R,ev. J. J., Canon. 

Kennedy, Wm., M.A., TJniv. Student (r.d.i.), b.a. (Dub.), Sen, Mod., t.c.d. 
Kerin, R. 0. B., b.a. 

Kirkpatrick, W. T., m.a. 

Macran, H. S., m.a., f.t.c.d. 

MacRory, Rev. Joseph, d.d.. Professor, St. Patrick’s College, Maynooth. 
Magvrire, Rev. E., d.d. 

Mannix, Eev. D., Professor, St. Patrick’s College, Maynooth. 

Marshall, Rev. P., Professor, Ecclesiastical College, Carlow. 

M'Culla, James, m.a. 

M'Neill, Hugh A., b.a. (E.n.i.) 

Molohau, Jolui P., m.a. (Dub.), Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 

Montgomery, Robert, m.a., University Student (r.d.i.), b.a., 1st Class 
Classical 'Tripos, CantaVj. 

Morrisroe, Rev. Patrick, ’The College, Maynooth. 

O’Dea, Henry, b.a. (Duh.), Mod., t.c.d., m..a. (b.u.i.) 

O’Farrell, Very Rev. J., Canon. 

Purser, Louis 0., D.HTT., F.T.C.D. 

Riordan, Rev. Patrick. 

Rutherford, H. E., m.a., ll.d. 

Ryan, Rev. Innocent, Professor, St. Patrick’s College, Thurles. 
Sandford, Philip George, m.a. (Dub.), Professor of Latin, Queen’s 
College, Galway. 

Sheehan, E.ev. Michael, Professor, St. Patrick’s College, Maynooth. 
'Tyrrell, Robert V., m.a., d.litt. (Dub.), f.t.c.d. 

Valentine, W. J, m.a., 1st Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 

White, Dudley J., b.a. (Dub.) 

Wilkins, Rev, George, m.a. (Dub.), f.t.c.d. 
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English. 


Allen, Henry J., b.a. (Dub.), 1st Sen. Mod., t.o.d. 

BaIio^v, Jaue. 

Baixy, Rev. Louis Aug., ll.d. (Dub.), 1st Sen. Mod., t.o.d. 

Bastable,C. F., ll.d. (Dub.), Professor of Political Economy, University 
of Dublin. ■' 


Boyd, Andrew, m.a. (e.u.i.) 

Carmichael, Rev. Frederick F., ll.d. (Dub.) 

Coghlan, Bev. Daniel, St. Patrick’s College, Maynooth. 

Golclongh, John D. 

Coge^ I ohn, M.A. (Dub,), Professor, Church of Ireland Training College, 

Cowl, Richard P., b.a. 

Coyle, Marie L., m.a. 

Coyne, William P., m.a. f.r.u.i. 

Cuuningham, B. M. 

Cusack, John. 

-“''V’ ‘^’^'“fessor of English Literature, Mason 

College, Birmingham. 

Donnellan, Rev, James, St. Patrick’s College, Maynooth, 

Donovan, R., b.a. (e.u.i.) 

Evans, Rev. Henry, d.d. 

Fitzgibbon, Henry M., m.a. (Dub.), Senior Mod., t.o.d. 

Fitz-Henry, William A., m.a., ll.b. 

Fogarty, Rev, M., d.d., St. Patrick’s College, Maynooth, 

Graham, Wm., m.a. (Dub.), Professor of Jurisprudence .and Political 
Economy, Queen’s College, Belfast. 

Greer, Richard C., b.a. 


Hardy, William J., ll.d. (Dub.), Sen. Mod., t.o.d. 

Hayden, Mary, m.a.. Junior Fellow (e.u.i.) 

Henry, Rev. J. Edgar, m.a. (e.u.i.) 

Hogaii, Rev. J. P., d.d., St. Patrick’s College, Maynooth, 

Hogan, Katharine, m.a., Junior Fellow, e.b.i. 

Hogan, Patrick J., m.a. 

Humphreys, Rev. John, b.a. 

Hyde, Douglas, ll.d. 

Joyce, P. W., LL.D., Bx-Professor, Board of National Education. 

Joynt, Maud A. E., m.a. (e.u.i.) 

Kingston, Eileen, b.a. 

Lyster, Thomas W., m.a. (Dub.), 1st Senior Mod., t.o.d. ; Librarian 
National Library of Ireland. ’ * 

M'Bride, Rev. J. B., b.a. (e.u.i.) 

Macartney, R. J., m.a. 

M'Donald, Rev. Walter, d.d., St. Patrick's College, Maynooth. 

Macken, James J., b.a. (e.u.i.) 

Magennis, William, m.a., f.e.u.i. 

MacMullan, S. J., m.a. (e.u.i.), Profeissor of History and English Litera- 
ture, Queeu’s College, Belfast. 

Macrau, Rev. Frederick W., b.a. (Dub.), 1st Sen. Mod., t.o.d. 

Maorau, Henry S., m.a., f.t.c.d. 

Maturin, Charles, b.a., ll.b. 

Megaw, R. D., m.a., ll.b, (r.u.i.) 
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Irluleahy, Rev'. Cornelius, Professor of English Literature, St. Patrick’s 
College, Ufaynooth. 

Hewcombe, Rev'. J. D. E., e.a., b.d. (Dub.), Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 

Nicolls, Archibald J., ll.b. (Dub.l 

O'Leary, Rev. Patrick, d.d., St. Patrick’s College, Maynooth. 

O’Loan, Rev. Daniel, d.d., St. Patrick’s College, Maynooth. 

O’Riordan, Rev. M. 

Park, John, m.a., d.litt. (r.u.i.), p.r.u.i.. Professor of Logic and Meta- 
physics, Queen’s College, Belfast. 

Peyton, George, ll.d. 

Quinn, M. T., M.A., Univ. of London. 

Rainsford, Edwin G., fl..A., Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 

Redmond, Frederick, b.a. (Dub.), Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 

Savage-Armstrong, George F., m.a. (Dub.), d.litt., p.r.u.i. ; Professor of 
History and English Literature, Queen’s College, Cork. 

Semple, Rev. R. J., m.a. 

Smyth, Rev. J. Paterson, B.A., ll.d. (Dub.), Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 

Stanton, Lucy Vere. 

Steele, L. Edward, m.a. (Dub.), Professor, Church of Ireland Training 
College, Kildare-place. 

Story, Mary, m.a.. University Student (r.u.i.) 

Taylor, John F., b.a. 

Welland, Rev. Charles W., b.a. (Dub.), Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 

Whelan, Rev. Denis, St. John’s College, Waterford. 

Whitty, R. 0. I., m.a. (Dub.), Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 

Woodburn, Rev. George, m.a.. Professor, Magee College, Londonderry. 


Feench. 

Amours, J. F., B. es l. French Master, Glasgow Academy. 

Bacon, John W., m.a. (r.u.i.) 

Barbier, Paul E. E., Lecturer, French Language and Literature, Uiiir. 
Coll., Cardiff, South Wales. 

Barrere, A., Prof, of French, Royal Military Academy, Woolwich. 
Boielle, James, .b.a. fParis). 

Butler, W. F., m.a.. Prof, of Modern Languages, Queen’s College, Cork. 
Cadic, Edouard, P.R.U.I., OflEicier de rinstruotion Piiblique. 

Cogery, A., b.a., l.l. (Paris), Examiner in French, Trinity Coll., London 
Decoudun, Lydie. 

Guilganlt, U. 0. Leony. 

Hogan, Rev. J. F., d.d., St. Patrick’s Coll., Maynooth. 

Janau, Elphege, Assistant Examiner in the University of London. 
Lowson, James. 

M'Weeney, Edmond J., m.a., m.b. (r.u.i.) 

Meunier, L. B. Officier d’Academie. 

Morgan, Rev. W. Moore, ll.d. (Dub.) 

Murphy, Thomas A., b.a. 

Naf, Otto 0., M.A., London. 

Oger, Victor, French Lecturer, Univ. Coll., Liverpool. 

Spencer, Frederic, m.a., ph.d.. Professor of Modern Languages, Uni- 
versity College, Bangor. 

Steinber^er, Valentine, m.a. (r.u.i.). Professor of Modern Languages, 
Queen 8 College, Galway. 

Voegelin, A., b.a. (London). 
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Geeman. 

Buchlieim, C. A., rii.D., Prof, of German in King’s College, London. 
Fischer, E. L. 

Houston, Rev. J. D. C., b.a. 

Milner-Barry, E. L., m.a. 

Selss, Albert M., m.a., ll.d. (Dub.), Sen. Mod , x.c.d., ph.b.. Professor of 
German, TJniversity of Dublin. 

Strassburg, P. B., PH.D. 

Weiss, A., M.A., PH.D., Professor of German, Royal Military Academy, 
Woolwich. 


Italian. 

Dalla- Veccliia, Gio. 

Mnrphy, -Rev. W. H., d.d. 

O’Keeffe, Rev. Barth. A., d.u. 

Ricci, Luigi, Prof. City of London College. 


Spanish. 

Ramirez, Ricardo. 

Wheeler, Rev, Tliom.as, s.J. 

Celtic. 

Flannery, T. 

Hickey, Rev. Michael P., d.d. 

Hogan, Rev. Edmund, s..r., d.litt. 

Hyde, Douglas, ll.d. 

McCarthy, Rev. B., d.d. 

McNeill, John. 

Murphy, Rev. James E. H., b.a.. Professor of Irish, Hniversity of 
Dublin. 

Olden, Rev. Thomas, b.a. 

Mathematics. 

Alexander, J. J., m.a. (r.u.i.), b.a. (Cantab.) 

Allman, George J., ll.d., d.sc, P.R.S., Ex-Professor of Mathematics, 
Queen’s College, Galway. 

Barrett, Rev. Michael. 

Bergin, William, m.a. (Dub.), Sen. Mod., T.C.D., Professor of Natural 
Philosophy, Queen’s College, Cork. 

Bernard, Rev. J. H., M.A., d.d. (Dub.), P.t.o.d. 

Best, Richard, m.a. 

Oulverwell, Edward P., m.a., f.t.c.d. 

Dilworth, W. J., m.a. 

Dowling, E. Hughes, b.a.. Math. Tutor, University College, Dublin. 
Dowling, P A. is., b.a. t,, ■, r 

England, John, m.a. (Dub.), Ex-Professor of Natural Philosophy, 
Queen’s College, Cork. 

Pry, M. W. Joseph, m.a. (Dub.), f.t.c.d. 

Giimey, James J., m.a. (f.k.u.i.) 

Gi-iffi.n, Robert W., m.a., ll.d. (Dub.) 

Hooper, John, b.a., b.d.l 
Inwood, Thomas W., b.a. 
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Johnston, J. P., m.a. (Dub.), Sen. JVIod., t.c.d. 

Johnston, Swift P., m.a.. Professor of Moral Philosophy, t.o.d. 
Joly, 0. J., M.A., F.T.C.D. 

Kelleher, Stephen B., M.A. (r.it.t.) 

Kelly, Patrick. 

Darmor, Alexander, m.a. 

Lawlor, Eev. H. J., D D. 

Leathern, John G., m.a., Pellow of St. John’s College, Cambridge. 
Leebody, John E.., d.sc. (r.u.i.), Professor of Mathematics and Natural 
Philosophy, Magee College, Londonderry. 

McClelland, J. A., M.A. 

M’Weeney, Henry C., m.a., f. r.u.i.. Sen. Mod. (t.c.d.) 

Moran, Eev Prancis, m.a. (Dub.) 

Nixon, E. 0. J., m.a. - - 

O’Doherty, Eev. Patrick A. t i > 

Orr, Wm. M‘P., m.a. (r.d.i.), Sen. Wrangler, Pellow of St. Johns 
College, Cambridge j Prof, of Applied Mathematics and Mechanism, 
Eoyal College of Science, Ireland. 

Panton, Arthur W., M.A., D.sc. (Dub.), p.t.c.d. 

Power, Eev. Thos. E., Profe.ssor of Mathematics, St. Patrick’s College, 
Thurles. 

Eambaut, Arthur A., m.a., d.sc., Eadcliffe Observer, Oxford. ^ _ 
Eea, James 0., b.a. (r.u.i.), Professor, Church of Ireland Training 
College, Kildare-place. 

Eoberts, Eev. W. E. Westropp, m.a. (Dub.), f.t.c.d. 

Enssell, E., m.a. (Dub,), p.t.c.d. 

Smith, Eev. Charles, m.a. (r.d.i.), 1st Sen. Mod. (t.c.d.), IJniv. Student. 
Tarleton, Prancis A., ll.d., d.sc. (Dub.), p.t.c.d. 

Thrift, W. E., M.A., P.T.C.D. 

Yates, James, b.a.. Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 


Arithmetic and Book-keeping. 

Bell, Hamilton. 

Browne, J. J. 

Dowd, Eev. James, b.a. (Dub.), Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 

Farrelly, Daniel. , _ . . ^ n„™ 

Pitzpatrick, S., Professor of Mathematics, Catholic Training Co o > 
Drumcondra. 

Houston, W. A., m.a. 

Irwin, Yen. Charles K., d.d. (Dub.) 

Maob'eth, Eev. John, ll.d. (Dub.) 

O’Connor, George R. 

O’Connor, P. J., b.a. (h.o.i.). 

Sutcliffe, Eev. Tliomas, b.a. (Dub.) 

Whitton, Frederick A., Accountant, Representative Church Body. 


Natural Philosophy. 

Burke, John, B.A., Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 

Coffey, George, b.f. (Dub.), Sen. Mod., t.c.d, 
Dixon, Margai-et K., m.a. 

Doherty, .1. J., ll.d. (Dub.), Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 
Gillespie, John R., m.a. 
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johnston, Rev. John, m.a. 

Joly, John, D.so., F.it.s. 

Paul, John, b.a. (r.u.i.) 

Preston, Thomas, M.A. (Ruh.), F.R.n.i., F.U.S. 

Scott, W. A., M.A. (Dub.), Professor of Physical Soienee, So. David s 
College, Lampeter, South Wales. 

Stewart, John Huston, B.A., F.R.tr.i., b.sc. (London); Professor of Experi- 
mental Physics, University College, Dublin. 


CHEMlSTliy. 

Adeney, Walter E., D.so., F.i.e. , „ 

Dixon, Augustas E., m.d., f.c.s.. Prof. o£ Chemistry, Queens College, 
Cork. 

Foy, P. Bertram. , 

Letts, Edmund A., ph.i)., f.c.s.. Professor of Chemistry, Queen s College, 
Belfast. 

M‘Hugh, Michael, m.e. (Dub.), Senior Mod., t.c.d. 

Moss, Richard J., F.c.s., f.i.c.. Registrar and Cliemieal Analyst, Royal 
Dublin Society. 

Pratt, J. Dallas, m.a., m.d. 

Robertson, Mary W., M.A, (r.U.i.) 

Werner, Emil A., f.c.s. 


Botany. 


Anderson, R. J., m.a., m.d. (e.u.i.). Prof, of Nat. Hist., Queen's Coll., 
Galway. 

Blayney, Alexander, m.a., m.b. 

Dixon, Henry H., b.a.. Sen. Mod., t.c.d. 


Hanna, William, m.a. 

Sigerson, George, m:.d., m.oh. (r.u.i.) . , 

Wright, Ed. Perceval, M.D. (Dub.), Prof, of Botany, University ot 

Dublin. 


Dkawing. 


Atkinson, George M., Exam., Science and Art Department. South 

Kensington. . . _ 

Carroll, John, Art Master, Hammersmith framing Coll. 


Conan, Florence. 

Crowthor, W. E. 

Hine, William Bgerton. 

Langman, A. W. F., Senior Drawing inspucoor to the 


London School 


Board. 


Lindsay,' Thomas M., Drawing Master, Rugby School. 


Mulligan, James A. 

O’Brien, Edward Stewart, B.A.. b.r. (r.u.i.) 


Prendergast, P. J., a.m t.C e. 
Rawle, John S., f.s.a. 

Scully, T., B.E. (r.u.i.) 
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Theoey of Music. 

Bewei'unge, Eev. H., St. Patrick’s College, Maynooth. 

Cater, ’William H., mds.d. 

Giok, Thomas, mus.d. (Dub.) 

Jozh, T. R. G., MUS.D. (Dub.) 

Marks, J. Chr., mus.d. (Oxod.) 

Merrick. Prank, musd. 

Muntz, Ellie. 

Patterson, Annie, mus.d. 

Rogers, Brendan J. 

Seymour, Joseph, mus.b. 

Smith, Joseph, mus.d. (Dub.) 

Domestic Economy. 

Barrington-Ward, M. J., m.a. (Oxon.), TI. M. Inspector of Schools. 

Daly, Mary. 

Gallaher, Fannie M. 

Harrison, \V. Jerome, Science Demonstrator, Birmingham School 
Board, &c. 

MacCarthy, Margaret. 

Moore, Elizabeth. 

Roche, Antony, m.e.c.p.i. 

Todd, Mary Bellingham. 


Shoethand. 

Boyle, M. P. 

Bunbury, George William. 

Healy, P. 0. Wallis. 

Holt, Henry. 

Hunt, Henry. 

O’Malley, M. T. 

Ryan, Charles. 
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LIST OF EXAMINERS 

Selected, with the Approval of the Lord Lieutenant, to 
Conduct the Examinations in 1900. 


Greek and Latin. . 

Armour, Kev. James B., m.a. 

Doyle, Charles F., m.a. 

Exham, Gerald, m.a. (p.t.c.d.) 

Keene, Charles, ji.a., Professor of Greek, Queen’s Coll., Cork. 

Kennedy, "William, m.a., p.t.c.d. 

Kerin, R. C. B., B..A. 

M'Culla, James, jr.A. 

M'Neill, Hugh A., b.a. 

Molohan, John P., m.a. 

Riordan, Rev. Patrick. 

Ryan, Rev. Innocent. 

English. 

Barry, Rev. Louis Aug., ll.d., 1st Sen. Mod., t.o.d. 

Cooke, John, m.a. Profe.ssor, Church of Ireland Training College 
Kildare-place. 

Coyne, William P., m.a., p.e.u.i. 

Hayden, Mary, m.a. 

Hogan, Patrick J., m.a. 

Mulcahy, Rev. CorneUus, Prof, of English Rhetoric, Maynooth Coll. 
Nioolls, Archibald J., LL.B. 

O’lioan, Rev. Daniel, d.d. 

O’Riordan, Rev. M., d.d. 

Park, John, m.a., d.lit. P.e.O.I., Professor of Logic and Metaphysics, 
Queen’s College, Belfast. 

Redmond, Frederick, b.a. 

Semple, Rev. R. J., m.a. 

Smyth, Rev. J. Paterson, LL.D. 

Story, Mary, m.a. 

Taylor, John F., b.a. 

Woodbnrn, Rev. George, m.a. 

French. 

Bacon, John "W., M.A. 

Barbier, Paul E. E., Lecturer, French Langnage and Literature, Univ< 
Coll., Cardiff, South "Wales. 

Boielle, James, b.a. 

Butler, W. F., ji.a.. Prof, of Modern Languages, Queen’s Coll., Cork. 
Hogan, Rev. T. F., d.d. 

Naf, Otto C., M.A. 

Spencer, Frederic, m.a. 

Steinberger, Valentine,. Jt. A., Professor of Modern LangtJ igeSi Que'e'a’s^ 
College, GaUvay. 

German 

Milner-Barry, E. L., m..a.. 
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Spanish. 

Hamirez, Rjcavdo, 

Italian. 

Murphy, Bev. W. H., d.d. 

Celtic. 

M'Neill, John, b.a. 


Mathematics. 

Bergin, William, M.A. 

Dowling, E. Hughes, b.a. 

Johnston, Swift P., m.a. 

Kelleher, Stephen B., M.A. 

Kelly, Patrick. 

Leebody, John R., d.so. 

McClelland, J. A., m.a. 

M'Weeney, Henry G,,m.a., f.b.u.i. 

Power, Rev. Thomas R. 

Rea, James C., b.a. 

Russell, R., M.A., P.T.C.D. 

Thrift, W. E., m.a., p.t.c.d. 

Abithmetic and Book-keeping. 

Dowd, Rev. James, b.a. 

Fitzpatrick, S. 

Houston, W. A., m.a. 

O’Connor, George R. 

Whitton, Frederick A. 


Natukal Philosophy. 

Doherty, J. J., ll.d. 

Chemistry. 

Werner, Emil A., F.o.s. 

Botany. 

Anderson, R., m.a., m.d. 

Drawing. 

Atkinson, George M.. 

Langman, A. W. F. 

Prendergast, P. J., a.m.i.o.e. 

Scully, T., B.A., B.K. 

Theory of Music 
Patterson, Annie, b.a., Mds.d. 

Domestic Economy. 

Gallaher, Fannie M. 

Shorthand. 

Bunbury, George William. 

O’Malley, M. 'P. 
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EXTRACTS FROM THE REPORTS OF THE EXAMINERS, 
1900. 


GREEK. 

Senior Grade. -First Paper.— Boys and Gieis. 

Report of John P. Molohan, ai.A. 

The answeriug of the toys of the Senior Grade oa the First Greek 
Paper was extremely satisfactory. Tlie Grammar had been carefully and 
exactly studied; the poorest answers were those to Questions 1 (declension 
of nouns and adjectives), and to 5 (syntax). The distinction between 
ypd<^ftv vofxov and vofiov was sometimes confused, with that 

between Oeti-ai vo^ov and OctrOat vo^lov in some instances the difference 
between the uses of u)q and drc with participles was not accurately 
explained. 

I was glad to note a great improvement in Greek Prose Com- 
position. Many of the compositions were decidedly better than any 
1 have had before. One candidate was awai’ded 91 per* cent, for an ex- 
eedinglv accurate and spirited version of the passage set for translation 
nto Greek; two others obtained 92*8 per cent., while quite alarge pro- 
portion gained over 80 per cent. Even in the weaker candidates, 
though there was about the usual percentage of grammatical errors, 
most of the candidates showed that they knew how to set about writing 
Greek ; there was less slavish adherence to translating the Engush 
word by its Greek equivalent, and the absence of connecting particles 
was less noticeable. 

The translation was exceedingly well done, both as regards accuracy 
and style. In a few cases PoTjhpdfua in Passage C, was rendered “ sony 
little oxen” or paltry beeves,” as if the alternative potZia had been 
read. The questions on the text were fairly answered. 

The girls (6), though none was individually as good as the best of the 
boys, also did very well. All gained Honours marks in Grammar and 
Composition. The Grammar was good, the Composition fair, but the 
Translation was not quite so good as that of the boys. The answering 
to the questions on the text was poorer. 


Senior Grade. — Second Paper.— Boys and Girls. 

Report of Charles H. Keene, t > ua . 

The answering on this paper was good, especially in the prescribed 
book, Iliad I. Of the 191 candidates, 66 scored over 400, of whom 10 
scored over 500 of the 600 marks allotted for the paper. Only 35 
scored under 30 per cent. The answering of Question 4, on the subject 
matter of the prescribed book, was good, but the few parsing questions 
were not as well answered as the general caref ul preparation o e 
hook would have led one to expect. The answering of the questions in 
Historj, Literature, and Antiquities was satisfactory. 
sciibed passages from the Meidias and the Iliad more than ha e 
candidates scored the respectable figure of 60 per cent. They exhibited, 
however, a curious variety of opinion as to the meaning of some no 
uncommon words. 

Six girls took the paper and their answering was good. . 
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Middle Grade. — First Paper. — Boys and Girls. 

Report of John P. Molohan, m.a. 

I am glad to be able to report that the work done in the Middle 
Grade First Greek Paper was of a very high quality. 

The Grammar, taken all round, was good, the only questions in which any 
weakness was shown being Nos. 1 (declensions of nouns and adjectives), 
and 3 (parsing and conjugation of verbs). I was surprised, however, 
to find in this Grade a few instances of the iota subscriptiim being 
wrongly inserted. Forms like 'ioxn, Kptq.n, &o., were occasionally met 
with in the Answer Books of the weaker candidates. This points 
to insufficient practice in Greek writing on the part of these candidates. 

The Composition, too was good. The rendering of the sentences, set 
for translation into Greek, showed grammatical accuracy, correct 
acoeutuation, and a knowdedge of idiom th.at was very creditable. One 
candidate obtained 91 "6 per cent, of the total marks for Composition, and 
several others scored over 80 per cent. 

The translation of the Apology was, in most cases, excellent ; there 
were, however, a few who translated ir in Passage 0, as if it were 

the variant ivt \iiyif. The force of the particles was not brought out 
by others. 

The answering to the Questions arising out of the text (Nos. 8 and 9) 
was good. That the main divisions of the Apology were due to the 
procedure of an aytiv np?)rdc was not known .by as many as one would 
expect. Here I would like to impress on students not to content them- 
selves with acqun-ing merely the translation of their author. To derive 
real educational benefit from the study of an author, they should also 
make themselves thoroughly acquainted with the matter and spirit of 
the work, the lessons it teaches, the circumstances under which it was 
produced, do., &c. Surely no one would say that the student, who 
answered the question about the treatment of Socrates on the comic 
stage by saying “ Socrates was a great actor,” derived all the benefit he 
should have derived from a year’s study of the Apology. Yet this 
student obtained 80 out of 14-0 marks for his translation. This, how- 
ever — which is an exceptional case, and which I mention only to point 
my moral — does not detract from the general merit of the great bulk of 
the answering in this Grade. The “ over-age” candidates were much 
weaker than the others. On the other hand, the girls (5) were very 
good. Honours marks in Grammar and Composition were obtained by 
all but one, and she passed. 

The result of the year’s woi’k, as shown by the answering on this 
paper, is one on which both the teachers and students may justly 
congratulate themselves. 


Middle Ge.ade. — Second Paper. — Boys and Girls. 

Report of Charles H. Keene, m.a. 

Of the 299 Candidates in this Grade 210 scored 30 per cent, or over 
Out of the 580 marks allotted to the paper, and of these 158 .scored 
over 50 per cent. 

The questions on the subject matter of the prescribed book, Hecuba, 
were answered by almost every candidate, and the questions in History 
were also for the most part well answered. The scansion was the 
weakest point, few of the answers being Satisfactory. 160 candidates 
scored 30 per cent, or over in the passages for translation at sight. 

Five girls sent in answer books. Their answering was good. 
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Junior Gra.de. — Eiust Paper. — Boys and Girls. 

Report of John P. Molohan, m.a. 

Judging from the ans\veviug in fclie Junior Grade First Greek Paper, 

I should say the Juniors (of the proper age) this year were an uneven 
lot. The majority (275 out of 499) wlio obtained Honours marks 
in Grammar and Composition did, most of them, excellent work in 
Grammar, Composition, Translation, and Questions on the text. Two 
obtained over 600 marks out of a total of 660, and quite a respectable 
number got between 500 and 600. The candidates recommended 
for Composition Prizes obtained from 91*3 to 95'6 per cent, in Com- 
position, and a large number fell very little short of these. Por 
these candidates and their teachers I have nothing but the warmest 

praivse. _ . i i 

This year, for the hrst time, f noticed that a comparatively large 
number, who answered fairly well in Grammar and Composition, either 
did not attempt the Xenophon at all or failed to obtain 25 per cent, of 
the marks allotted to that section of the paper. There is no excuse 
for Junior Grade students of ordinary capacity and industry being 
unable to make up a short book of the Anabasis within a year. But 
the fact is, that of the failures — and it is of the failures alone I am 
now speaking —the majority were unacquainted wiih even the rudh 
ments of Greek, and one cannot understand how they were allowed 
to present themselves for examination in Greek at all. Some candidates 
felt this themselves ; one added a note that he had b*en studying Greek 
only for a short time, and had not read either the authors or the History. 
Among these candidates I found nouns were declined with an ablative 
case; the nouns and adjectives were learned by some who knew nothing 
01 the verbs or syntax ; breathings and accents were either omitted 
altogether, or incorrectly written; the iota siibscTvptuin '^Q.% wiongly 
inserted ; even the Greek words given in the examination paper all 
familiar examples taken from ordinai'y grammars — were not accurately 
copied in the answer; was written 

“Huyd0/jp,” (he., which points to insufficient practice in writing Greek ; 
adverbs were comjjared as adjectives, and vice ver&a. In the sentence 
“The king asked the Greeks for their arms,” “for their arms was 
rendered (in several instances) by ydp roue oVkoue, or yap rd on-Xa, m yap 
ro7e ottXoiq. If this were an isolated case T should not notice it, but it 
was not. The “overage” candidates, as is usually the case, were the 

weaker. ^ • i i 

The efficacy of the word for word translatlcn test was again cleaily 
proved. One candidate, who obtained only «5 out of 40 marks for 
passage A (^word for word\ got 20 out of 40 for B, and full marks tor 
C [passage'^ to he translated in the ordinary way). In oc av rov atptvTn 
Tor ovov ftg rd orXa urjpvtTT}., several translated a^erra by wou c te , 
and gjjrOay by “let loosk” There is no better tost for detecting, 
in written* examinations, the candidates who have got the trjuisiation 
off by heaf-t. Besides tlie very fact that students know they will 
have to undergo this test should discourage, and does discourage, t e 
unintelligent use of literal translations, and I am glad to notice t a 
in this year’s papers there is less evidence than in previous ysRis o 
this baneful practice. The translation of the better equipped candu a es 
was most excellent. In some cases the force of the future particip e 
ap^oyivovQ in the text of passage 0 was not noticed. 
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The answering to Questions 8 and 9 (on phrases from the text and 
allusions out of the author) was good on the whole. Marks were 
obtained on these questions by 328 oui of 499 Juniors (of the proper 
age), over 65 per cent. Tlie phrases from the text were asked : — 1st — 
to test whether the student had studied his author carefully, not with 
a view to acquiring the translation only, but to mastering the matter as 
well. It is quite conceivable that a clever boy, who had read Greek a 
little more widely, could translate the Anabasis at sight, but he would not 
have studied his author. 2nd — to improve the students’ vocabulary 
and knowledge of idiomatic phrases. Everybody with any practical 
experience of teaching boys, knows that one of the best ways to train 
them to write Greek or Latin is to practise them in turning the 
English translation of their author back into the original, aud the more 
idiomatic phrases from their author they learn, the bettor and the more 
idiomatic will their Greek and Latin writing be. In connection with 
Question 9, I wish to repeat what I have said in my Report on the 
Middle Grade, that the matter, the history and biography, and the 
geography of the author ought to bo as carefully studied as the trans- 
lation. No teacher who knew how to interest his pupils in their work 
would omit calling their attention to such important allusions as those 
to the Peloponnesian war and to Gorgias. Such a teacher's pupils, at 
all events, would not he likely, as one candidate did, to confound 
Gorgias with the Gorgons. The geography question, while fully 
answered by some, was only moderately known by many. The study 
of the atlas should go hand in hard with the study of the Anabasis. 
Then one would not have to deplore such hazy notions of the geo- 
graphical position of places as was exhibited by the candidate who 
said " Perinthus was in Asia Minor in Thrace.” 

I was pleased to note a great improvement in orthography aud 
English, also that the “ dislocated ” answers, which were such a trouble 
in former years, wei-e much rarer, though this blemish had crept into 
at least one of the otherwise exceedingly neat papers sent up by the girls 
of this Grade. Altogether the papers were better arranged and more 
legible than those I have had from this Grade before. 

The girls (20) did very well; 12 obtaining Honours marks in 
grammar and composition, 7 passing ; only 1 failed. 


Jdnioe Geade.-— Second Papee. — Boys and Giels. 

Report of Chaeles H. Keene, m.a. 

The most striking deficiency in the ansv'eriug on this paper was ot 
Question 2, which was devoted to parsing. This is, of course, un- 
satisfactory, but it will not surprise anyone who has had much experience 
in teaching Greek. The words to be parsed were all verbal forms, and 
undoubtedly one of the most difficult tasks the young student of Greek 
has to face is tracking verbs under the Protean changes of form that 
disguise them. The prescribed book selections from Lucian had been 
carefully prepared, not only in respect of translation, but also in 
respect of the subject matter as was shown by the answers to Question 
4. Many of the candidates gave fair versions of the unprescribed 
jiassage, and the ansivoring in History was also good. Eourteen gnls 
out of the twenty who presented themselves for examination answered 3 
per cent, or over, and of these 9 exceeded 50 per cent. Of the 5-' 
boys, 280 scored 30 per cent, or over, and of these 195 scored more 
than 50 per cent. 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



gmek. 


Education Board for Ireland. — Appendix. 15 


Phepakatory Grade. — First Paper. — Boys and Girls. 

Report of Hugh A. M‘Neill, b.a. 

One Imndred and three boys and three girls were examined. The 
paper consisted of questions on Grammar and Composition. The best 
answering, speaking generally, was on the forms of comparatives and 
superlatives, and the worst on the Syntax question : “How are the 
agent and the instrument, respectively, expressed in Greek with a 
passive verb ? Give the English translation of your examples." 
Repeatedly was this elementary question badly answered or wholly mis- 
interpreted by students who exemplified the rule correctly in their 
composition. Several scrupulously kept their examples to themselves, 
and gave the examiner only the translations. 

There is a great deal of confusion in answers between the letters 
y and X) also between ai and £t. An examiner cannot, though 
he may regret the fact, take yvrtuk'(n as tlie dative pluml of yvry. It 
would seem as if tlie attempt to teach Greek by ear cannot have justice 
done it on a written page, on account of the unhappy results on spelling. 

The answering sugg('sta some remarks on the teaching of this Grade. 
If a pupil cannot acquire a working knowledge of Greek accents at this 
early stage, why not reserve the question of accent either wholly or in 
part until later 'I The natural middle course would seem to be to call 
attention to easy accentuation as of comparatives and superlatives and 
of verbs, at the beginning. It is better that a boy’s Greek should show 
no accent at all than accent a' word on the sixth syllable from the end. 
Forms and inflexions inadmissible in Attic prose should not be taug 
to these young students. Early prepossessions are difficult to displace. 
Homeric forms are bad enough, but when Herodotus and Homer com- 
bine in one answer to oust Attic Greek, an examiner is bound o 
protest. 

Both boys and girls would have done better if an attempt to cover 
everything in the programme, somehow or another, had not been a para- 
mount influence. Undigested and inaccurate information is the 
inevitable result, and has been conspicuously present. The general 
policy of getting in something on every word in the grammar paper has 
not been successful from the marking point of view. It is well tor a 
boy to have some distinction in his mind between what he really does 
know and what he does not know, unless indeed the latter category is 
to be dismissed as impossible. I have noticed a tendency among Inter- 
mediate students so to regard it. As an object lesson on the examination 
value of the alternative course of narrowing work and doing it we 
may point out the case of a student who omitted the declension of 
£v</)pwy and fifyevije. He answered the rest of the grammar periectlj, 
and got 490 out of GOO marks on the entire paper. To the same undue 
diffusion of energy must be ascribed a form of answer to winch I 
attention four years ago. For the English expressions “ messenger, 
“immediately,” “nobody," '‘this town," the following were given as 
the Greek equivalents ; rarnog, Tporn'vc. vtyo (corrected from 
raura oTrt^a. I met no French words in Greek attire this yeai. 

In conclusion, it is liowever right to say that the average or t le i 
paratory Greek students is better than it was in 1896, and they 
congratulation on the comparison between them and the J unioi ra 
Latin boys of the present year whom I examined. 
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Preparatory Grade. — Second Paper. — Boys and Girls. 
Report of Gerard Exhajj, m.a. 

The an.swering to me in the Preparatory Grade Second Paper was 
far the best of all the papers (Greek and Latin) which I examined. 
The marks assigned by me were so high on the average that the 
only inference I should draw is that the amount of work prescribed 
was below the ability of the majority of the candidates. 

In making this remark I refer rather to the translation than to the 
history. 


LATIN. 

Senior Grade. — First Paper. — Boys. 

Report of Charles F. Doyle, m.a. 

This paper comprised questions in Latin Grammar, Composition (Prose 
and Verse), and an examination on the prescribed prose author — 
Livy, Book XXL 

The answering in Grammar was on the wholo satisfactory, and 
showed, I think, a considerable improvement from the last occasion on 
which I had this Gx'ade under examination, now some three or four 
years ago ; the improvement, however, was less marked in Syntax than 
in the other branches of Grammar, and many of the candidates made 
very inadequate attempts to explain the use of the subjunctive mood 
ill conditional sentences, 

The Prose Compositions were, as might be expected, of various de- 
grees of merit. There wore veiy few utterly bad attempts, and most 
of the caudidate.s showed (even when their compositions contained 
many faults) an intelligent u[)preciation of the construction of Latin 
sentences. I'here were some excellent compositions. Very few at- 
tempts were made at Verse Composition; of the xvhole Grade not 
more than three candidates showed any degree of proficiency in this 
regard. 

The prescribed book of Livy was carefully prepared : the longer pas- 
sages set for translations were well done, and the maimer of rendering 
them did not suggest the use of translations. In dealing with the 
shorter passages set many candidates seemed to confine their attention 
to hitting off what they regarded a.s the point of the sentence, and gave 
hut u .slovenly rendiiring of the sentence as a whole. 


Senior Gr.ade — Second Paper. — Boys. 

Report of William Kennedy, m.a. 

The general impression made by the answering was very good. 
After such a preface it may be ungracious to mention faults. This, 
hovyever, may be more profitable thau vague panegyric. There is the 
desire also to avoid the reiteration of wise counsols, which, to the 
teachqr who knows his business, are quite superfluous. 
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Perhaps the question to ■which the aus’wer.s were least satisfactory 
■was the one dealing ■with metre. Ossibus ct capiti inlmmnto was 
given by many as the fourth line, of an Alcaic stanza ; the letter A 
seemed to impose on the eye, leading the student to regard as long by 
position the first vowel in the word inhumaio. 

But even much more elementary knowledge ■svas, in not a few cases, 
lacking. Thus in the separate words ignorance of quantity was shown 
as follows : — Vldls, ossilus, capiti, perriipit, piilvmar. The marking of 
the first syllable in pulvinar as short may have have been due to the 
presence of the I, and a half knowledge about the power of mutes and 
liquids. A popular English pronunciation ■was doubtless the cause 
why so very many marked the penult of arbuiits as long. More than 
once a candidate talked of the “ Archaic metre,’’ which probably was 
the result of oral teaching without written tests. The con’ect form of 
nominative for Latin proper names was frequently missed, and thus 
locus and Panaelus made their appearance. This ought to he pre- 
cluded by distinct pronunciation in class when, the pupil is translating 

In the translation into English some candidates frantically offered 
alternative renderings for the same Latin word or clause. It may 
■ sound minute philosophy, but one is inolined to think that here there 
is room for a lesson in decision of character. This v-acUlation may 
come from nervousness or from a. pathological state akin to stammeung. 
In any case a skilful teacher ought to be a potent doctor. Akmto 
this, but perhaps not altogether the same, is the rapid change from 
“ thou ” to “ you ” in the same passage referring to the same 

person. ■ t t- 

A frequent criticism has been th.at the prescribed eourse.s in Latin 
and Greek are too limited, and some would do away with courses alto- 
gether. It seems not quite obvious how this would he much improve- 
ment for those candidates who in the end do not succeed m making up 
the limited course well. But for the abler candidates the proportion in 
which the marks are allotted seems to hold out great peouragement 
■to wide reading. Doubtless many teachers fully appreciate this, tor 
example, no less than 250 marks are given for translation at sight, 
and here a person examining Intermediate work for the farst time is 
impressed by the ease with which the bad lose, and the good gain, m.iny 

marks. ' , , , 

The answers to the questions in History ivere on the -whole good, 
and in manv cases extremely good. But if geography and chronology 
arc the two" eyes of History, a considerable iiiimher of the candidates 
are one-eyed Mstorians. 


Senior Grade.— First Paper.— Gibes. 

Report of Oiiarles F. Doyle, m.a. 

The ohseivations made with regard to^ the boys’ answering apply 
also to the girls’, with hut few modifications. ^ The chief ot those is 
that the Prose Composition was niiicli weaker in the case of the girls, 
niauy of iilioni introduced French -words, and some few o w lom 
showed a complete ignorance of the most prominent Latin construc- 
tions. On the other hand there was a very f-air number of really good 
compositions. 

The prescribed book of law was on tke whole very well known. 
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Senioe Geade. — Second Paper. — Giels. 

Report of William Kennedy, m.a. 

Tho reflections offered on the Second Paper, Senior Grade, boys, 
apply in the main to the girls also. Probably the results will show 
that a greater percentage of boys scored high marks ; but where girls did 
well they did very well. Speaking generally, they seemed to excel the 
boys in handwriting and neatne.ss. Students even more advanced than 
Intermediate candidates require to be reminded that their translation 
into English, when read by itself, ought to contain soma sense, else it 
can hardly be what the ancient author meant to convey. These classical 
authors who have been held in respect by mankind for thousands of 
years were presumably sane. 


Middle Grade. — First Paper. — Boys. 

Report of William Kennedy, m.a. 

The general impression made by the answering was exceedingly 
good. There were very few blank or spai'sely filled answer-books. 
The last question, on the paper — dealing with the matter of the 
De Senectute — was particularly well answered. Tluis, the “ four • 
reasons why old age is thought to be unhappy,” and the defence to 
each of these accusations received, in most cases, a very intelligent 
treatment. The knowledge of metre was better than in the Senior 
Grade. Writing down the quantity of penultimate syllables in a few 
words of a passage taken from the De Senectute was fairly well done. 
And yet coglmur occurred too frequently. A little time devoted in 
class to reading out the Latin ought to preclude such mistakes in 
quantity. The meaning of the word penultimate was plainly un- 
known. to some candidates. Also in the Grammar answers many did 
not know the meanings of the terms ahsohite and deponent. Teachers 
may quarrel with the old grammarians’ nomenclature; but that is 
not the point. Pupils continually use these terms, and they should 
not be allowed to form the habit of using any words without attach- 
ing some ideas to them. Advantage might he • taken of natural 
curiosity in order to develop the habit of finding out the history of 
a word. Here is another instance of this abuse of language. One 
of the detached sentences from the De Senectute was translated thus : 
“.Already, farmers themselves call their garden a second flitch.” 
From the translation and explanation, or absence of explanation, it 
was safe to conclude, in far too many cases, that the candidate at- 
tached a wrong, a vague, or no meaning to “ a second flitch.” In this 
connection another remark may be made about the meanings to 
be attached to words. The ideas ought to be ancient, and not 
modem. One might mention the man in the Senior Grade who 
translated cacumen. in a military pass,age from Livy, by Icopje. But 
from the Middle Grade take the following sentence : — “ Ego 
propter sermouis delectationem tempestivis quoque conviviis delector. 
Here are two translations with a decidedly modem colouring : 
(1) “I, indeed, on account of my delight in the sermon, am delighted 
with the annual meetiugs also ” ; (2) “ But I also take delight in 
occasional ‘ At Homes,’ on account of the pleasure I feel at the con- 
versation.” Another candidate made Solon and Cato not only 
modems, but fellow-countrymen of ours, thus : “ Solon wished hw 
wake to be attended with mourning and weeping (which Cato said 
was wrong).” Sound, without sense, was probably the reason why 
a large nmnber gave “ flendus, oblivitcendus, moribundus," aU 
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three as gerundives. Having reverted to the Grammar questions, it 
may now be mentioned that some, after giving a rule for the partitive 
genitive straightway broke it when translating into Latin “ All of us 

are present." , j ii. i 

If the courses are found fault with as bemg too limited, the largo 
number of marks allotted to translation into Latin prose ought to 
encourage more extended work. "Wider reading of authors would 
probably tell favourably on the Prose Composition. In any case this 
is one part of the paper where the good gain and the bad lose 
marks heavily (see a similar reflection offered on the tran^tion at 
sight in the Report on the second Senior Grade paper). Itte most 
frequent mistake was, perhaps, in the use of the future mtoitive 
passive. Pupils might be taught that captum in captum is like 
a piece of machinery permanently adjusted. They might be pre- 
vented from inflecting it if they received fully the old explanaLon. 
Perversely enough, the rule of concord put in practice here, "wnere 
it does not apply, in other cases where it did apply, was neglected. 
Thus, even good candidates had animal quod mortiius est. 

It is surprising what a multitude attempt the translation mto 
Latin verse without turning out anything even faintly resembling a 
verse. The very candidates who obtain few or no. marks out ot 
200 for Latin prose, will try to drop into poetry. _ Self-knowledge 
is, perhaps, to some degree teachable. If so, there is here evidence 
of defective training. If candidates cannot make a verse they ought 
to learn to know they cannot. There were a few good attempts. 
One candidate, out of the maximum of fifty, obtained forty-six 

The handwriting left the impression of being much better in the 
Middle than in the Senior Grade. 


Middle Gkade.— Second Paper.— Bovs. 


Report of Charles F. Doyle, m.a. 

This paper comprised an examination on the prescribed verse 
author (Ovid: Metamo.rphoses, XIV.), passages of Lahn prose and 
verse for translation at sight, and questions in Roman is opy- 
Here, as in the Senior Grade, the longer X/7wmk 

translated, and the rendering gave the impression of ^rter 

not of a mere effort of memory. The rendering o 
passages was not so satisfactory, the candidat^, apparently ttinkmg 
that the extracts were set for the purpose of testing ^he 

on some one point in each, and not taking the trouble to put the 
rest of the sentence correctly into English. 

The translation at sight was, on the 
translation of the unprescribed verse passage being, as a rule, better 

than that of the prose passage. ^ , ,, 

Of the History questions those which were connected the 

great events of the prescribed XrSd 

fully answered; but the candidates did not seem to X'' S 
theh memory with the lesser (though by no means unimportant) 
details to which some of the questions were direc e . tjie 

I would suggest that candidates should be Ire set 

questions, as far as possible, in the order in which they are 
Many of them split up the answer to a question Xt Subarrass- 
cases the answer to a sub-division of a question) m intervene 

ins wav allowing pages of answers to other questions to interrone. 

^en if the ordef S the questions set is not 

should be dealt with once for all, and not treated piecemeal. 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



LATIN. 


20 , Report of the Intermediate 

Middle Grade. — First Paper. — Girls. 

Report of Rev. Innocent Ryan. 

The girls did rv'cll this year in tlie First Paper ; in nine cases out of 
ten the Grammar questions were substantially answered; the tran-slatiou 
from English into Latin was, generally speaking, creditably done; 
Question 7 (that is, the translation into Latin verse) found very few 
devotees, and none that secured high marks. The passages from the pre- 
cribed author (Cicero ; De Senectute) were very accurately translated ; 
but the portion of the paper that was brilliantly answered was that which 
dealt with the subject matter of the author — the students thereby ex- 
hibiting culture and careful training. 


Middle Grade. — Second Paper. — Girls. 

Report of Rev. J. B. AiiMomi, M.A. 

The girls seem to have made up their work very conscientiously, 
and there was a considerable percentage of the papers excellent. The 
translation of the Metamorphoses was good, and as a whole accurate 
and readable. The scansion of the lines selected for that purpose was 
very good. About one-tenth of the students gave a very fair rendering 
of the unseen passages. All wlio made any serious atcempt at the paper, 
with one exception, tried the unseen passages. In the second pas^p 
the words which troubled them were “ certantcs ” and “ mussant. The 
marks for Roman History were not so high as for the other parts m the 
paper. Question 8 — “What were the pirovisions of the Lex Vilha 
Annalis ” — was attempted by very few. 1'he Roman History had not 
been made up with the same care as the other parts of the course. 
However, speaking generally, the pupils did Vi'ell, as the decidedly good 
papers were numerous and the decid^ly bad were few. 


Junior Grade. — ^Fiest Paper. — Boys. 

Report of Gerard Exham, m.a., R. C. B. Kerin, b.a., and 
James MoCulla, m.a. 

Tlie paper contained questions in Latin Grammar, sentences for 
translation into Latin, and passages from the First Book of Csesars 
Gallic War. 

The answering in Latin Grammar was, on the whole, very sa,w 
factory, especially where the memory only was appealed to. _ ^ 
was to be expected, these questions were worst answered 
demanded the exercise of the judgment, e.ff., 5 (a) (“ Illustrate ^ y 
sentences the construction of 'paenitet, ohliviscor, and consmo )■ 
Except where bare formulfe for the construction of these words a 
been committed to memory, the illustrative sentences were o en 
ludicrous in matter and ungrammatical in form, inie sentences 
translation into Latin were, in some cases, exceedingly well 
but thex'e were many instances of good Grammar papers followe 
poor Compositions. There was one strange mistake found, 
many papers that were otherwise excellent. In the sentence, 
city was fortified by walls twenty feet high,” the Latin 3®''"®.'°'^ , • 
as if “ mice with their feet twenty high ” were used for fortmca i 
purposes. ^ 

The translation from the prescribed author was, in some resp i 
less satisfactory than could be wished. In many cases where 
general sense of the passages was correctly given the 
aroused that the work was superficial, and the construction n 7 
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understood; a suspicion often couHrmed' by the word-for-^vord test 
which we cou-sider a most valuable method for ascertaiiiii, v whether 
the candidate has committed the translation to memorv, or geiuhnelv 
imderstands his Caisar. In some cases the candidate? apparently 
took down a translation in class, and paid more attention to the 
sound than to the sense. For example, in passage 7 d “ Vadls 
Sliodani," ^s translated by “ by the shallows of their own,” which 
IS practically the same in sound as the correct version. “ Debts ” also 
was used where “depths” should have been written. A<>-ain a dis- 
regard for any meaning in the sentence can alone account for the 
frequency of the statement that " the Helvetii tried to cross the river 
by making rafierfi.” 

■ On the other hand, many of the candidates sent in excellent ver- 
sions, and showed that they had mastered both the substance and the 
language of the book prescribed. 


JcNiOK Grade. — Second Paper. Bovs. 

Report of Rev. Patrick Riordan. 

The trauslatioii from Yirgil was, as a rule, well done ; but a con.sidei- 
able proportion of the candidates, who Imd given excellent translations 
were rather disappointing wdien it came to the parsing. The prosody 
was the part of the paper in ^yllicll tlie answering was weakest. Takino: 
into account the average proheieney of Junior Grade students the 
attempts at translation at sight were creditable, and some attained a 
very high percentage. But here again the boys who had answered the 
parsing badly— and they were too numerous— failed to reach a sati.s- 
factory standard, and an examiner was forced to the conclusion that 
they had been taught by a very faulty method. 

The answers on Roman History were very satisfactory, and on this 
section of the paper the highest mark.? were obtained. 


Junior Grade.— First Paper. — Girls. 

Report of James MoCulla, m.a. 

IVliat has been said of the boys’ answering on Ibis p.apor is, "cnerally 
speaking, true of the girls— especially with regard to the prescribed 
author. Smooth, but superficial versions, instead of accurate con- 
struing, were common enough ; while some candidates, only recovnisiuv 
a word here and there, filled out the sentences from their own imagina- 
tion, writing page after page of matter absolutely worthless. 

The ueatiie.ss of the majority cf the girls’ papers is worthy of 
mention. 


Phepaeatoev Grade.— First Paper.— Boys. 

Report of Rev. Innocent Ryan. 

All the Latin Papers of the boys of the Preparatory Grade 
were^ examined by me. On the whole the answering was eminently 
satisfactory. A goodly miniber of papers were e.xcellent — the big 
majority very good, and only the few bad. 

It is gratifying (for this Grade especially) to find that the Grammar 
portion of the paper elicited the best answering. The Syntax question 
No. 5, viz. : — to ex|>lain the cognate accusative, and the construction 
of ‘‘refert,” was the one which most frequently cau.sed some mis- 
givings to the youthful competitors. 

F 
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The .sentences to be tran.slatecl into Latin so handled that two 
bovs obtained full marks ; half-a-dozeu others followed immediately 
after, seeming 9S or 97 per cent. ; whilst liundi'cds answered in such 'a 
manner as to give guarantee of having intelligently grasjjed the funda- 
uiental principle.s and leading idioms ot the Latin language. 

The portion of the paper wliicli, strange to say, wa.s least satisfac- 
torily answered, was Question 7 — the translation from the Latin 
author, CiBsar (T/ie //eleeHau ITar), into English. In many cases tlie 
translation was not as correct or as faithful as might have been 
expected; and this remark applies particularly to the “ Word for 
word” (Section A) portion. Sometimes it happened in this Section A 
that, whilst the sense of the pas.sagcs was brought out, the correspon- 
dence of Latin and English words w.as quite inacciirale — a fact 
which tells a not too flattering tale. Some pupils seemed to confound 
“word for word” translation with “section by section” translation; 
whilst many acted as if in bli.ssful ignorance of the meaning of trans- 
lating in “ iiarallel columns.” 

There were some glaring mistakes in spelling, which written exerci.ses 
should have made impossible. Such were, for example, javaline, 
ma.sadine, hostif/es, partacille. But let us romeniber we are dealing 
with mere hoys, and, instead of lieing surprised at- some mistakes 
occurring, we must e.xpress admiration for the system, and gratitude (o 
tlie industry that have so conspicuously developed the talent and stored 
the minds of the young lads of the country. 

rEEPABATOBY GUAIIE. — SECOND PaPER. — B oYS. 

Report of Rev. J. B. Armour, m.a. 

The papers as a whole showed careful pi’eparation, sound teaching 
and, for youths so young, a considerable knowledge of the subject. The 
prescribed hook — Ovid— .seemed to have been very carefully prepared, 
as .all the extracts were, a.s a rule, accurately translated. The parsing 
of the words was creditably done. As the rendering of the unseen 
passages is the real test of a knowledge of Latin, the pupils stood the 
test well. Almost ail attempted with some measure of aucce.ss some 
parts of the selection, s ; a v'cry fair proportion rendered both jiassages in 
a w.ay which proved a real grasp of Latin idioms. The Roman History 
was the weakest part of the examination, though there was a fair per- 
centage of good answering. Tlie ijuestiou “ What were the Spolia 
Opima?”, &c., was answered with very fair aooiiracj' by almost every 
pupil who attempted the Roman II istoiy. A little more attention to 
Roman Histoiy on the part of teachers is very desirable. The spelling 
in nob a few eases was very defective. 


RxinPAiiATOLiY Grade. — First Rarer. — Girls. 

Report of Rov. Innocent Ryan. 

Snell of us as expected great things from the young girls of the 
.Intermediate Schools Ai ill not ho di,sappointed by the answering of tlie 
Second Latin Papers in the Preparatory Grade. There is evidenced a 
steady and marked advance in tlie knowledge and method necessary 
for '5ucces.sful competition. Though this report is not a comparative 
one betw'cen boys and girls, yet I may be permitted to say that in 
form and system, in neatne.ss and (English) .spelling, the girls certainly 
do not bold second jilace. The matter of the papers was also, on the 
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whole, of good quality. The weak point of the girls’ ansivoring wa.? 
the tran.slation of English into Latin ; the nuiniier that scoi orl 
“excellent” or “very good” in this department was comparatively 
small ; the majority are on tire other side of the record sheet. 

The intimate acquaintance with the accidence of Clratnniar, ami 
with the prescribed author (Cie.sar : “Helvetiau War”), dis))layed in the 
papers generally, wots tuanifest proof of the close !ind accurate teaching 
given to our girls in the lutennecliate Sohools. Tlie result, on the 
whole, I consider eminently satisfactory and creditable. 

Prepaeatopa' fjRADi!. — S ecoxd Paper.— Giuls. 

Picport of Rev. J. B. Aejioub. 

What I have said about the boj's’ pajiers applies generally to the 
<i-his’. The translation of the extracts from the prescribed book was 
very good, the parsing of the -words fair. Tlie unseen passages were, in 
a few cases, rendered with accuracy. The jcoetic passage was translated 
on the whole better than the passage from Ciesar. The answering in 
Roman History w'as decidedly weak. The .style of answering the 
History questions -was in m.any cases rather roimdabont. Pupils .should 
remember to answer what is asked ; iufonuation about what is not 
asked, though it may sho-n’ a knowledge of part of the course prescribed, 
can scarcely*’ claim marks. Tlie papers were creditable. 


ENGLISH, 

Senior Gbade. — ^Fiest Paper. — Boys. 

Report of Patrick J. Hosan, m.a. 

The answering of the candidates -was, on the whole, highly satis- 
factory. 

The ess.ays in this Grade may he regarded as a test of the influence 
of the Intermediate system on the mental develojiment of the 
students rvho have passed through all the grades. Many of the 
essays, especially those reooiumeuded for Composition prizes, bore 
evidence of great culture and wide reading on the part of the writers, 
and, considering the limited time in which they were written, showed 
a more iiuished style than might be anticipated. This applie.s more 
particularly to the essays written on “ The Use and Abuse of Prose 
Fiction,’ several of which exhibited au extensive acquamtance with 
modern literature. The essays on “Patriotism” displayed a keen 
interest in the Boer War, and a healthy imjiartiality a.s to the patriotic 
virtues of both belligerents. The candidates who selected the quotation, 

“ Wo are such .stuff 

As di earns are made on, and our little life 
Is rounded with a sleep.” 

as the subject of their essay, dealt with it iii a rather prosaic and 
practical manner. 

The Grammar questions were well answered, mid tlie analysis was 
correctly given in nearly all instances. The candidates seemed to 
have devoted most attention to historical grammar, and to have relied 
upon their memory for the ordinary grammar. Many who knew all 
the effects of the Norman Conquest on the language gave imperfect 
definitions and examples of “ participle,” “ gerund," ifeo. Some 
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seemed to have learned the cliapters in jMorris' “ Gi-ammar ” by rote 
for, in accounting for the presence of Spanisli words in English” they 
referred to the “ Spanish Match,” without apparently comprehending 
the reference. Though merely asked to expilain the “ Spenserian 
Stanza ” and “ Sonnet," several candidates gmve well-chosen examples 
of each form of verse — an ■miueoessavy addition Mldch did not gain 
them additional marks. Moreover, a large number of candid;ite.s 
adopted a clumsy and prolix form in analysing the passage set for 
analysis. Much timo and space cvould be saved by the universal 
adoption of the tabular method of exhibiting the analysis, instead of 
repeating the terms “ subject,” “ piroilicate,” “ enlargement of subject,’ 
&c., for every subordinate sentence analysed. 

The answering of the questions on the “ Tempe.sfc,” in most cases, 
showed intelligent study of the work. A. wide divergence of opinion 
prevailed as to the time occupied by tlio play, the knowledge of the 
text exhibited in references to suiqiort each different estimate of the 
period occupied by the action being very striking. Tlic answering of a 
number of candidates showed that they had not used the edition of the 
“ Tempest ” prescribed in the programme. 

Srnioe Grade. — Second Paper. — B oys. 

Pieport of PbEV. Pi. J. Semple, m.a. 

The answering on the prescribed text-hook (Dryden’s “'Selected 
Essays”) was satisfactory, and showed veal and careful study. Fre- 
quently tlie candidates entered into the spirit of the author, and on the 
whole .showed a more intelligent grasp of the subject than the candi- 
dates in the corre.sponding grade of last year. 

The History and Geograjiliy questions were not so well done, and the 
answers frequently exliibitecl careless and inaccurate scholarship. 
The text-books studied by some candidiites were ton elementary, and in 
many cases nothing was known of Admiral Pwodney or of the cir- 
cunKstiinces which led to the abolition of the slave trade and slavery. 
Irish History wa.s apparently studied with great carelessness, and 
often the point of the question was entirely misunder.stood. Geography 
seems to be still comparatively neglected in tins Grade, and in the 
physical .section many of the answers were of the wildest guess- 
work. I would again repeat the recommendation of past 3'ears — that 
teachers should insist on this portion of the subject being tanght from 
atlas or chart, and not confine themselves exclusively to a text-book. 

The questions on English Literature were, in nio.st eases, answered 
with fullne.ss and accuracy, and tho tcxt-lxiok was apparently 
studied with interest and attention. 

The answering of the candidate.s, however, over the whole course, 
shows a decided improvement upon last ye;ir’.s work. There was not so 
much irrelevant matter brought to tho notice of the examiner, and 
brevity and accuracy of expression seem to have been cultivated with 
the happiest re.sult. 


Senior Grade. — Eirst Paper. — Girls. 

Report of P.atrick J. Hogan, m.a. 

The remarks in connection with the Senior Grade (Boys) Examina- 
tion applv^ ai.so in great part to tlie answering of the girls. The 
Composilions reached a good .standard of average merit, and were, iq 
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many eases, excellent in style and treatment oftlie suleect Intact 
It was clilhcult to make a selection for Com,,osition " ,rkcs as tie 
superior merit of more tlnui a dozen essays deserved recognition 
On the other hand a number of candidates who wrote essays on— 

“ We are such stuff 

As dreams are made on, and onr little life 
Is rounded with a dream,” 

quite misunderstood the rneaniug of the quotation and laboured under 
tl.e impression tliat any reflections on life and eteruitv were relevant 
to the subject of their essay. Current ei ents in South Africa prevented 
the compositions on - Patriotism” from e.xhibiting a coiuprcliensire 
View or the subject. ^ 

Tlie Grammar and Analysus were well answered, with the e.xceirtion 
stated ill the report on the Boys (First Paper) 

The answering on the “Tempest” was tl.e result of careful studv of 
e presorihed edition of the play. Most candidates, however failed 


tlie 


^ . 1™0' canumaies. However, Jaded 

to chbtmgiush tlie serviee.s upon which Ariel was employed in Act IV 
from Ins other soiwices in the course of the play. 

Senior Gkade. — Seconh P.^peu. — Girls. 

Eeport of Rev. R. J. Semple, .m.a. 

The answering of the girls in this grade wa.s marked by the same 
defects winch I have pointed out in the case of the boys. There were 
perhaps fewer ab.soluto failures amongst the girls; but, on the other 
hand, high marks were seldom obtained. I have noticed, however a 
decided improvement this year in the direction of conciseness and 
accuracy, but there is still room for considerable improvement in this 
direction. 


Middle Grade. — First Paper. — B ovs. 

Report of John P, T.ayloe, b.a. 

My experience this year has been most satisfactory. I have examined 
the papers of the Middle Grade English (1st), and I am glad to be 
able to say that there has been iniicb more intelligence shown in the 
answering than there had been in previous years. I think the class 
of questions put gave a fair eliance to test the memory, the understand- 
ing, anil the taste of the candidates, and what is especially 
gratifying to observe is the union, as a rule, of all these quantities (of 
course in varying degrees) in the papers submitted. 

There was no case, I think, of dowuriglit stupidity, for wherever there 
was want of knowledge shown it ivas not accoiupaiiied by crass 
guessings or pretended misnnderstandiugs of the questions. 

In many cases, although the answers, given were not exactly those 
that I should have myself looked for as the right ones, still there 
was so much good sense and knowledge shown that I felt myself .at 
liberty to award some marks for tlie answers given. This remark 
apidies to questions -1 and 5 in pautionlar (“ Amend or j'listify the 
gi'ammar in each of the following passages, ifec.” and “ Analyse the 
following sentence, ihc.”) On the wliole I am greatly pleased with the 
answering. 

I am unwilling to go on repeating what I have been sayinv 
year after year ; but really I do think .some little attention ought to he 
given to the manner and method in which answers are given 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



ENGLISH. 


9Q Repo'i't of the, l-iiterniediate 

In most cases they are as nearly xjerfeet as one could ask for. Why, 
then, should there be lo or 20 per cent, so slovenly, so irregular, and 
so confused as to he a worry to all who have to do with them. In 
some cases it i.s a kind of mo.saic ; here a fractional answer to one inim- 
lier followed by a fractional answer to another; numbers jumViled, 
answers divided, and the whole a chaos. This should not be. 

I did not feel myself at liberty to subtract any marks on account of 
these faults; hut if I were in practical life choo.sing a secretary or an 
editor 1 should not ho.sitate for a moment in preferring the neat, 
coherent, con.secutive answering to the slipshod, even though in pure 
intellectual power they might be ©jtial. 

JtiiiDLF. Gr.uie. — Second Paper. — Bovs and (Jip.ls. 

Report of Eredebick Redmond, b.a. 

I examined the candidates in Middle Grade English (second paper), 
comprising the following subjects '.—Scott : Ivanhoe; History of England 
and Ireland, .a.d. 1P0.3 to a.d. 1714 ; Geography, General and Physical ; 
and English Literature. The answering of the candidates in general 
was very .satisfactory, and showed a marked imjn'ovement on that 
displayed on the corresxjonding Tunior C,rade paper of last year a 
result due, no doulit, in part to the ordinary law of “the survival of 
the iittest," and in part to the natural growth of the intellectual 
faculties of the students. Tn answering the questions on the prescribed 
author I observed, with pleasure, that the candidates displayed greatly 
increased ability to gnusp the sense and meaning of the author, and 
to bring together the knowledge derived from studying the work as a 
whole j^^there was also, in general, not nearly so prononuced a tendency 
to adhere slavishly to the exact words of the book. 

The answering in English History and Literature was also, generally 
speaking, good; hut I regret to say that in Physical Geography and 
Irish History it was not at all so satisfactory. In the former subject 
particularly many of the candidates displayed the n.ost astpnishing 
ignorance of elementary facts. For example I mention the following 
answers wliicii occurred, in niiuiy papers : — 

1. The eartl\ turns on its axis from east to ivesl. 

2. A ■windyVo^n the noith-east is a south-west w'ind. 

3. Tiie moon goes round the earth in. 24 hojirs 54 niinulest 

4. Tiie earth goes round the moon in the same time. 

r>. Tides are caused by the water becoming Imated, ascending 
and cold water flowing in to sujiply its place. 

The prescribed course in Phyaicnl Geography is so limited that one 
iinds it difficult to imderstaiid why the study ot it is so much neglectefh 
There was, as usual, a great deal of very bad spelling j but the 
following mistakes were so gei\eral that, for the information of teachers, 
I tliink they are w'ortli mentioning : — tortc (loan), puj/ed (paid), tryed 
(tried), abrest (abreast), pavi^^on and paviUion (pavilion), glutinous 
(gluttonous). 


Middle Grade.— Fikst Pai’ER.— Girds. 

Report of John P. Taylor, b.a, 

I have to repent all that I have said about the need of neatness 
which 1 have observed with regard to the hoys ; but in general the gir s 
come well out of tiro ordeal of the exauiination. I am deUghte wi 
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their comi)o.sitioiis. Boys tlimk they nmst write like books; hut girls 
write very mucli as cultivateil peo[ile talk or ought to talk. 'I’lie rSiult 
is that there is a uervousnes.s, a force, and a ilirectnc.ss about what they 
say that is very refreshing, while in some iiiataiice.s there is a very 
delicate irony, very deligditful and very pointed, too. 

The girls seem to me to bo far more inditstrions tlmu the boys. 
Their an.swering is terribly earnest, while the boys now and then think 
it the right thing to be smart and flippant. What I am really afraid 
of is to say all that I feel; because imles.s I grossly deceive myself there 
is an Iiinouiit of intelligence .shown by hoys and girls .-dike in this exami- 
nation ijiiite out of all range beyond what they showed in <flher years. 

The questions may liave .suited tlieiii better — I cannot say. But it 
admits of no doubt at all that the .average, intelligence shown i;s of a 
high order, and full of promise for the future. 


JuxioE Gh.vde. — First Paper. — Boys. 

Report of Rev. L. A. Barry, lt..d. ; Patrick J. Hogak, m.a. ; 

Rev. Cornelius Mulcahy; .John Park, m.a., d.lit. 

The general character of the papers o.\amiued by us was highly 
satisfactory. Very many Compositions reached a higher standard of 
literary excellence than might reasonably be ex])ected from boys of the 
prescribed age ; very few, comparatively, failed to exin-ess themselves 
in clear, idiomatic English. 

As a subject for Compoaition the majority .selected — “ The relative 
advantages of the horse and bicycle ” ; a large number took up 
“ Photograpliy,” and only a few wrote on the adage. “ bird in the 
hand is worth two in the blush.” 

In the treatment of the first .subject there ivas a great sameness ; the 
students confined thoni.selves to a few obvious considerations. A better 
class of essays treated of “ Photography," and here the scientific and 
technical information displayed by many students was amazing in its 
extent and accuracy. 

On the whole tlie essay.s appeared to us to give evidence of a distinct 
improvement in power of expression, purity of style, and general 
literary taste on the essays which it fell to our lot to examine in former 
years. On the last occasion on wliich wc examined we found it necessary 
to reprehend the use of slang expressions that pervaded the boy.s’ 
papers. A marked change for the better was perceptible in this respect. 
Yet solecisms of the character of the following still abound ; — 

“IVoodkerrick gave him a lend of his horse”; “bicycles are slow 
towards trains ” ; “lie came for to get a present from his vassals ” ; “ one 
focuses their cainei'a " ; “ the young ladies can ride bicycles nearly as 
good as the men ’’ ; “ again they would get to the road ” ; “ none could 
strike the harp as well as liim " ; “ the page rose a quarrel.” 

XJugrainmatical .sentences almost invariably occurred in the inversion 
of the verb and its nominative. When the verb preceded a plural 
nominative the prevailing tendency was to write the verb in the 
singular number. "We may quote two examples of this that very 
frequently presented themselves — “Where thei-e is no railways ” ; Wat 
Tiulinn led a house on which ivas seated his wife and two children.” 

In Grammar analysis was most satisfactory. Parsing was nob so 
good. Want of thought on the .students' part, or want of practice in 
the schools of parsing as a written exercise, was most visible in this 
section. For instance, very many students missed the construction of 
the principal verb, and drifted still further in construing the qualifying 
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words. This was the more reprehensible, as the passage from wliich the 
words were selected is probably the most famous in their text — “The Lay 
of the Last Minstrel ” — “ Lives there a man with soul so dead,” die. 

Want of the habit of thought was again in evidence in stating the 
reasons for correction made of faulty sentences. Thus, “ She writes 
better than me” wa.s corrected “than I,” byit not a few assigned as 
reason for the change, “ because me is the third person, I is the first.” 
I’rom the general character of the papers w'ritteii by many of those it 
is impossible to believe that such an answer aro.se from ignorance. A 
similar thoughtlessne.ss would aceomrt for the one error that prevailed 
to any extent in analysis. Here some students would insist on 
analysing as if it were a complex sentence, although their programme 
expressly provided for the analysis only of simple sentences. 

Tlie a'uswering ou the text of “The Lay of the Last Minstrel” was 
the most satisfactory portion of the papei-s generally. The students 
showed themselves to be thoroughly conversant with the text in all its 
details. The story of “ Rosabelle ” was treated by many with much 
art and literary skill ; yet the great(!r number confined themselves to a 
dry and prosaic relatiun of the facts, descriptions of personages and 
historical allusions and references were \-ery fully and accurately given 
and explained ; a tendency to quote the words of the poet and a 
slowness to employ their own words in description, when required to 
do .so, might be attributed to the thoroughness of their acquaintance 
with the text. This quoting of the text was abused, however, to a far 
less extent tlian in the previous years with which we are acquainted. 
On one question thouglitles.s quotation led to unfortunate results — 

“ Why is the silver tide of Toviot unlike the tide of Imman time ?” It 
is noleworthy that this was a question which called for a little reflection 
oir the part of the candidates. 

In the matter of spelling much has yet to be achieved'. To secure 
accuracy ia this respect i.s, doubtless, very difficult ; but if boys' 
attention was called in the reading of their text to the spelling of 
words on wdiich they are obviously liable to go astray, a great deal 
might be done. Thus many students misspelt bicycle — although the 
word was printed on their examination paper — hycick, hycycle, and 
hycU, were the variants ; the game of hoitials was frequently memioned; 
Wat Tiiilinn was described as a hardy yoeinan, who lead a nag, on 
which sat hi.s wife, who wore a silver broach ; miniver was the/r of a 
squirrel ; bicycles rvere punchered in a quite part of the country ; 
Conrad was often spelt Gonard ; duel was sirclt jViiticf, and roads rodes; 
lose was spelt loose ; bmsiiesti, baconjire, Uykteniug, hrethcren, brethern, 
seperate, were very common. Tet worse than tliese were the too 
frequent errors that manifested habitual vulgai iby of pronunciation, 
thus, “the” for “ they," “ noinative case,” “to" for “too,” “ lielmit,” 
and “jnel” for “duel,” are a few examples promi.seuou.sly selected. 

We would call attention, also, to the omission of the apostroplie us a sign 
of the possessive case, and to the absence of capital letters at the beghi- 
iiing of proper-names, such as Beatissoii. 

In <.iuotiiig the stauza beginning — 

“ 0 Caledonia, stern and wild,” 

many showed that they failed to understand a passage committed to 
me'.noiy, by writing — 

“ Can ne’er untie the filial band ” ; 
or “ Can ere untie the filial band ” (or “ brand ”) ; 
for “ Can e’er untie the filial band.” 
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Jl’XIOk Ge-\de. — Seco-N'd Paper. — B ovs. 

Report of Jobs Cooke, ii.a. ; William P. Coyne, ii..a. ; Rev. R. J. 

Semple, and Rev. J. Paterson Smyth, ll.b. 

The subjects for the Second English Paper, Junior Grade, were; — 
Trviag : Life and Voyages of Columbii.s ; Geography ; and History. The 
answering on the first portion of the course reached a fair average of 
exeellenoe. I'l'eipieutly, liowever, entire questions were neglected, and 
in some ca.se.s this whole section was passed over without any attempt to 
deal with the tjuestions. The first part of tlie third question (“ AVherein 
consists ‘ the hardihood of tlie first attempt ’ to circumnavigate the 
rrlobe ” 1) was but rarely attempted and less frequently answered satis- 
faetorilv. The answers to Question 4 (“Give concisely tliree of tlie 
considerations irrged by Luis St. Angel on Queen Isabella to persuade 
her to patronise the enterprise of Columbu.s”), were as a rule the 
merest guesswork, and only a small percentage of oaudidate.s scored 
anything like full marks. 

It would seem as if a considerable number of the caudidate.s had read 
some iU-eonsti'ucted epitome of the prescribed portion of the Columbus, 
and not the original work of Irving. The least satisfactory portion of 
the answering was that given to the Geography questions. The facts, 
it is true, were generally kuown, but on Question 6 (b) (“ E.'cplaiii why 
the water of some lakes is salt, aud the water of other lakes fresh ’’) ; 
and Question 8 (a) (“In what three ways is the rain that falls on 
the earth disposed of'!”); (6) “Wliy does a river increase, from its 
source to the sea, in size and in the volume of water it carries! ”), 
especialLy the former [Question 6 (6)] the answering showed an 
entire ignorance of the simple elements of earth knowledge. 
When observation and reflection were required the answering 
was markedly poor. This is, in great p.art, due to the mistaken 
view that Geography is solely a matter of memory. Above all 
elementary school subjects, it is the one in which the best educational 
results cun be obtained by an appeal to the eye aud the reflective 
faculties. We caunot too strongly impre.s.i upon teachers that the 
neglect of this educational principle, and an adherence to the old and 
now condemned method of loading the pupils’ memory with geographical 
names, is detrimental to the higher interests of education. As an instance 
of the absurdity to which the present general system of teaching the sub- 
ject is carried, it may be cited that many children gave Lough Neagh as 
the largest fresh water lake in the world, thus showing that the simple 
matter of the •me(tnui(/ and zt.se of maps (see Programme, p. 39, Pre- 
paratory Grade) wa.s not [iroperly taught, and tlierefore to the children’s 
eye one map was the same as another as far as scale was considered. 
The references to South Africa contained in Question 9 ( (a) “ Among 
what four nations is South Africa divided ! (6) Where and what are 
Tfrakeiiberg, Modder, Delagoa, Agulhas?”) were often the mere echo of 
newspapers or common conversation rather than the accurate informa- 
tion begotten of patient study. Many absurd answers were given to the 
question, Explain wh}' the water of some lakes is salt and the water of 
other lakes fresh,” s.y ^ “there were salt mines at the bottom of some , 
“the sea washed into them at high tide;” “God made them m j” “they 
were filled with salt water at the Flood, and remained so since. It is 
liardly necessary to point out that “Lakes” is one of the subordinate 
subjects in Geogi-aphy (Programme, p. 42), and immediately rising out of 
it should naturally be tlieir division into two great classe.s, salt and fresh. 
The next step should be in an intelligent teaching of the subject— Why 
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is this soi But this sequence seems to have been practically neglected. 
Tliat some answered the que.stioua well, indeed brilliantly, is true, but 
they were .sufficiently few to force us to the opinion that there is a general 
want of scieutitic method iu teaching Geograpliy in our schools which 
should be remedied. 

Tlie History questions, however, were answere.l fur more satisfactorily, 
and individually they call for no special comment, in many cases the 
answering was not sufficiently detailed, and posssibly a piiinei-, and not 
a satisfactory text-hook, was u.sed. It was pleasing to lind that tliose 
dealing with Ireland were generally known. Question 1 4 (a) “State 
where^the following places are Stoke, Gloamaluvc, Pinkie, Smerwick,” 
showed that on the whole but little use was made of maj.s in teaching 
History'. Eew were able accurately to give the position of these places, 
although the historical incidents connected with thorn were fairly well 
kuowm As an in.stimce of what we mean by making use of maps, we 
take the case of Smerwick. An intelligent teacher working on right 
lines should show the reasons why the great land-locked sea loughs of 
the south-west of Ireland have been roi>eatedly the scene of 
foreign invasion. These instances should be referred to as a corollary 
on the case iu question, arid a further point of immediate interest of 
Bantry Bay being the scene of the Autumn Manceuvres, and the great 
batteries riow being constructed on the Bear perrtnsrrla, rvould help to 
fix these things in 'the pupils’ rrrenrory, and lay soirre fourrdatioii for 
the coirrparative rrrethod of dealing with tlistory, so important from an 
educatioW point of view. Geography can thus be made the handmaid 
of History with the best educational results. 

jj^ 3 ,stakes in spellitrg were not nrore numerous than iu former 
years, but they were still too nrrirrerous. Speakirrg, gerrerally 
hardly 10 per cent, of the papers were .such as to give real 
pleasure to an examiner. There were not many very bad paper's, 
but the great majority were of a dull mediocrity, which showed 
want of spirit and interest in the wirrk. It seems to us important to 
note that maoy pupils do not obviously nrake tire most of what they 
know. In a large uumber of oases inrportant questions were dismissed 
in a litre or two which orrritted tire vital part of the answer, arrd yet 
gave evidence that the student knew it, and could have answered it if 
skilfully questiorred vivd voce. This poirrts to the conclusion that 
enough atterrtioir is rrot given to exercise iu written cxanrinatiorrs, or iu 
traiuirrg pupils to recogirize the salieirt points of a questiorr. 


Juxiou Geade.— Fiubt Papeii. — Girls. 

Report of Mary Story, m.a. 

The airswering on this paper was good ; thn very weak carrdidiitea 
were few, arid there were riraiiy cxcellcrrt ]iapi;r.s fully and iutelligcirtly 
done. The spelling and writing iu general were good, but the punctua- 
tion still shows want of care and of coirrntou sense; wairt of atterrtion 
to piructuation also caused irristakes iir the parsiitg, arrd when quotirrg 
the lirrcs beginning “ O Caledouia, stern and wild,” iitany cruruidates 
seemed to think punctuation qirite superfluous. Teachers nright find 
it helpful to set passages without any punctuation or capital letters tor 
the pupils to put in puirctuatiorr, &.c. 

The Compositions orr tire whole were good. The favorrrite subject 
was “ The relative advantages of the horse and the bicycle ; 
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the ^vol•d “relative” was misnndersfcood by some of the weaker candi- 
dates, who also, instead of giving their O'.vii thoughts in their own 
word.s, wandered into anecdotes or remarks on cruelty to animals and 
recollections of former Oompositions on “The Horse.” The Composi- 
tions on “A bird in the hand is worth two in tho bush ” often slmwcd 
that the writei* was not thinking about tbe subject, bub trying to 
remember some anecdote she had learned to illustrate it. 

The Analysis was very well done; the Parsing not so well. 

la the sentence.s for covrootion, the reason given for the correction 
was very often absurd, sliowing tliat the writer did nob think before 
she wi’ote. 

In answering the questions on “ The Lay of the Last Minstrel ” one 
dithculty was to aA-oid ([notation. Question 7 (a) was : Relate 
briefly in your own word.s, how — 

Tlie valley of Eske, from the mouth to the source. 

Was lost and won for that bonny white horse.” 

Very few did this well, though nearly all knew the passage by heart. 
This shows that more attention might be directed to making students 
practise givmg in tbeir own words the substance of certain passages. 

Question 8 — “Why is the ‘silver tide’ of Teviot unlike the tide of 
human time ” 1 could be answered in a few words, yet many who knew 
the text well enough never ]>aused to think, but quoted ten or fifteen 
lines in such a way as not to answcir the question at all. It is most 
desirable that students should learn “The Lay” by heart, but many still 
seem to think it enough to learn the words by rote without knowing 
the meaning. On the other hand, it M'ould be well if teachers could 
prevent students from committing the Notes to memory. 

If the candidates read over their answers after writing them they 
would avoid many blunders, such as : “ The signal ot war was a blazing 
deacon,” or “ Wat Tinlinn's wife was riding on a /mg.” 


Junior Grade. — Second Paper. — Girls. 

Report of Mary Hayden, h.a. 

I am pleased to be able to report that the answeiitig of the candi- 
dates in the papers examined by mo this year was, on the whole, ^ 
remarkably good. The replies to the questions on Irving’s Life of 
Columbus were particularly creditable, and indi&ited that the majority 
of the candidates bad studied the work with interest and intelligence.^ 
In ausw'ei’ing the second quc.stiou, in which a descripliou of Culumhus 
reception ou his return from the New World was required, several 
candidates showed a most creditable power of expressing their ideas 
and of describing events in good and flneiit English, A few seemed to 
have prepared the matter with needless minuteness, so rus to h& able to 
state the exact day of the month on which events of minor importance 
took place ; but, on the whole, the preparation of this part of the course 
appears not to be open to any serious objection. 

The Geography was less satisfactory, especially in the replies to tho 
questions which required the exercise of reasoning powers, ihe answers 
to the question “Explain why the water of some lakes is salt, and the 
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water of other lakes fresh,” and to the question “ In what three ways 
is the i-ain which falls ou the earth disposed of 1 ” were, in some eases, 
absolutely absurd ; as when it wars stated that when there are salt 
fish in a lake it makes it salt,” or that “ a great deal of the rain that 
falls on the earth is used for washing clothes.” Numbers answered 
the former of these question.s by stating that “ hike.s which har e no out- 
let are salt,” without further explanation. 

Again, in answering a que.stion which required an e.rplanation of the 
advanta"es derived by Great Britain from the possession of Aden, 
Malta, Gibraltar, and Honduras, a painful want of common sense rvas 
shown by many candidates. Many furnished a list of exports mainly 
drawn from their own imaginations (“nialtine,” and “malt” and 
“whiskey,” were commonly declared to be exported from Malta); 
fivllv 30 per cent, of the candidates stated in some form that Gibraltar 
was important because inonkey.s were exported from it to Great 
Britain. The statement in their text-books that Gibraltar is the only 
pilace in Europe where moukey.s are found wild had evidently struck 
them, and they did not use their reason to discover that monkeys as an 
article of commerce are of extremely^ small value. Some of the best 
candidates answered this question by excellent and intelligent remarks 
on the advantages to be derived from the ])OSsession of Gibraltar, 
Malta, and Aden in time of war. 

Judging from the answers to a question on the geography of South 
Afiioa, 1 should conclude that few of the candidates whose papers I 
examined had followed with any interesc the course of the present war. 
Numbers (misled, doubtless, by the termination “ berg") declared the 
“ Hrakenberg ” wa.s in Germany, and “ Delagoa ” was placed by various 
students in almost every quarter of the globe. 

On the whole, it would seem that mere rote learning of the names in 
the text-book is far too common, and that the intelligent study of 
Physical Geography receives insutheieut attention. In answering the 
question; “Name the largest salt-water lake, and the largest Iresh- 
water lake on the globe,” several candidates declared the Ca.spian Sea 
to be the largest trceh-ivaler lake, and Lake Superior the largest saltr 
water lake. Evidently they had learned the two names from the 
text-book, and reversed the facts connected with them. This could, it 
appears to me, scarcely happen if the teacher had e.xplained to them the 
positions of the two lakes, and the natural conditions which determine 
the saltnoss of the one and the freshness of the other. 

In the History of England and Ireland the answering was generally 
good, ill some cases very good. The method of committing to memory 
mere sti iag.s of name.s and dates, wliilst neglecting to study the period 
intelligeiitiy, “ providing pegs ou which nothing is hung,” seems, 
howev er, to prevail in several schools, if I may j udge from the answering 
of many of the candidates, some of whom were able to give quite correctly 
the dates of a list of battles regarding which they knew nothing else; 
neither in what country they took place, between whom they were 
fought, nor what was their result. 

Some of the answers showed a rather surprising ignorance of tlie 
meaning of common modes of expression. Thus, in reply to the question 
“ Name six of the members of the Houses of Lancaster and York 
known in history that met with violent deaths,” several candidates 
made such statenieuts as that “ Henry VII I . died of a tuber (sic) in hia 
leg,” “ Henry IV. died of a fit,” “ Edward VI. died of consumption. 
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I noticed thnt where events or localities in Ireland were referred to 
in the questions, most o£ the answering was good. 

As to the form o£ the papers, the s|ielliiig leave.s much to he desired ; 
in some ca.ses it was extremely bad. The pro]ier use of capital letters 
seems not to he understood by many of the candidates. Such errors 
as “cork,” “henry the Sth,” “arren” (for “ .\vaii”), appeared in large 
nnmher.s of the papers, giving a most illiterate look to the answer's, even 
when correct as regards matter. Often tlii.s was due to mere careless- 
nes.s, as was shown hy the fact that the correct form was used in anotlier 
part of the paper. One candidate actually wrote “ red sea ” and “ Eecl 
Sea” in the same line. 

The handwriting -was, on the -whole, most satisfactory. Many of the 
candidates write a hand which would be e.xcellent for an adult, and is 
especially creditable for a girl under sixteen years of age. I noticed 
that the vertical hand was ti.sed by about (roughly speaking) 15 per 
cent, of the candidates. 

The papers were generally, except in the case of the very worst cim- 
didates— and even by some of these — neatly worked, proper spaces 
being left between the answers. 


Peepakatory Grade. — Piest P.aper. — B ora. 

Ueport of Piev. Daniel O’Loan, d.d., and Kev. Georoe 
WOODEURN, M.A. 

"W e examined Preparatory Grade students in Engli.sh Composition, 
in English Grammar, and in a portion of Scott’s “ Lay of the Last 
Minstrel.” The papers sent in were on the whole fair, and in some 
instances excellent ; and -we were glad to find that in the great majority 
of cases almost every question had been attempted. On the other hand, 
the knowledge of the candidates seemed very superficial. This was 
shown by the fact that questions which involved little more than the 
exercise of memory were freely answered, while those which reqmi'ed a 
little judgment and intelligence were comparatively neglected. It was 
also shown hy the commonness of incoiTect spelling and ah-siird punctua- 
tion. 

The English Oorapositions sent in were not in general of much merit, 
and many were so poor that they barely obtained pa.ss marks. The 
following errors were particularly common ; first, the use of constructions 
grammatically bad ; second, the employment of commas after every few 
words without any regard to meaning ; third, making each sentence a 
separate paragraph. The last mistake is one which could be easily 
rectified. In general, the punctuation wa.s not good, and many studeii ts 
lost marks on this account. 

We cannot report that the parsing was at all good, though we are 
glad to say that some students obtained full marks. The other questions 
in Grammar were comparatively well answered. 

The prescribed work, Scott’s “ Lay of the Last Minstrel,” .seems to 
have been carefully prepai-ed, and, so long as the questions were direct 
and simple, the results were good. The answers to the more general 
questions, however, were not so satisfactory. » 
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Wo must luM that the spelling of the students was very bad, and the 
followino- mistakes ocomred in Inindveds of cases : gowing (going). 
<iuict (quite), to (too), qualifys (qualities), modifys (modifie.s), sudclent 
(sudden), week (weak), dew (clue), indures (exulures), taught (thought), 
nicri’ynxeixt (luoniiuoiit), been (Ijeing). 


Pkepaeatohy GitAun.- Shoo.nd Papeu.— Bovs. 


Keport of Aechibali) J. NiCOLls, and Rev. H. 0 Riordak, d.d. 

The nxarks awarded by us show tluit, as regard.s several of the 
questions, the average answering was satisfactory. In too many cases 
the writinv was far below a fair standard, and the answers contained 
n.-ave mistakes in the .spelling of ordinary words. We append a 
schedule-* of some of the errors of spelling found m seventy-live consecu- 
tive answer-books. It was not unusual to lind that bo.vs who had been 
neglected in this manner had been taught the date of Poyning’s Act, 
and the jiosition ol Aden. 

The incorrect use of negatives was remarkably frequent, ejj., 

“ Columbus forbade his crews not to deal with the natives for gold or 
cotton,” 

The questions upon the History of England and Ireland were well 
answered and the same may be said of some of the questions concermng 
the Life and Voyages of Christopher Columbus. A very large number 
of pupils failed to answer Question 4 (as to the record in the Journal of 
Columbus concerning the inhabitants of Hayti), giving, instead, 
references to the natives of San Salvador. 

Insufficient attention to the text left most of the pupils unable to 
answer Question 5 (5), which asked them to state how the Treaty of 
June, 1494, legulated the claims of Portugal and Spain to lands 
which might be discovered afterwards. 

AVe were disappointed by the answering in the geography of Ireland. 
It was startling to be told frequently that Coleraine is the most im- 
portant city or town in County Loiicloiiderry, that the Balkan Moimtains 
and Cheviot Hills are in Ireland, that Munster counties are m Ulster, 
and Leinster counties in Coniianght, 

Much ignorance was shown in trying to answer simple questions in 
Physical Geography. The following are fair specimens of this ignorance 

“The equatorial diameter of the earth exceeds the polar by ^7 

den-rees ” “the equatorial diameter is the gventer by 261 square miles, 
“tiie equatorial diameter is the longer by 4,000 miles,” “an isthmus 
is a narrow neck of land stretching into the sea,’’^ “ the snow-lme is 
the part of a niountain that is never tree from snow.” 


• Sfhcitulc referred to in our report.— Ymist (used), douglit, swiiro, oounele (cotmcil), 
trew iind through (threw), goveruer. soieenud sour.s(soui'co), Wiire-iilce, coucoiit.commiut, 
gciitel, jo.louse, heastened, Spaue, ahorte, conulists (colomsta), trolick, 
occupided, vegaited (vogetaled), nnfrtinnte, hiirrell, l).arl .iiid baric (barrel), wrigi g, 
hight, Hacked (naked), apporance, sanchioned, puthig, sloped, haulk (haw.c), bocaus, quite 
and honost (quiet and lionest) mistivous, I’ortacal, I'ortucal, ' 

and creator and grater (crater), brakes (breaks), nnoppened, terriihe, miiitp , p.tr r 

ivexed cloth, cake of ive.x, settelcrs, rctourn, thronghes, trows, tliroughs (throws), 
treson, sherif, recipt, immagiiiarv, collonys, concct, belived, with they na,tiyes, sep r. , 
depuity, suceeded, there (their), til. legucs, cimscent, casted (cast), aelpheuie, 

(hole), ferousioue, cloath, axcepted, hansomer, ineut, couucilera, ilaudi 
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>j5 


Picpoi't of Rev. Damel O’Loan, d.d. 

'J’he answcB'inf' of the gii-ls of the Pi-epai atoi-y Grade in the Piist 
Paper wa.s, sf>eaking geiieriillj', fairly satisfactory. I am not in a 
position to compare the answering of these girls with that of girls of 
the same grade in previou.s years, as I have not liitherto examined the 
answers of .girls of thi.s giade. Pmt I am able to compare their 
miswei'ing wii,h that of the boys of the Preparatory Grade as well of 
this year as of past years, and I have no hesitation in saying that 
while it eorapare.s favourably with that of the hoys of this year, it is 
better and more intelligent than that of the boys in some past years. 
Many— I might say, veiy many — of the girls not only display a fairly 
accurate knowledge of the elementary rules of gi’ammar. and an intelli- 
gent understanding of the meaning of the poem, but they also afford 
pa-oof, by the manner in which they answer the tpucstimis, that they are, 
receiving a sound mental training. 

There are, however, many defects still to be remedied — defects, too 
which I think may be remedied. Aiiiaiig these 1 will mention three 
— sprelling, punctuation, and parsing. It would, of course, be un- 
reasonable to expect anything like pierfection in. these matters from 
mere children ; but they surely could be taught to spell the ordin.ary 
words which they are in the habit of using every day, to know when 
a sentence ends, and to begin the next with a. caphtal letter, and finally, 
to, at least, distinguish the various parts of speech. The vocabulary 
of a child of thirteen or fourteen yeans is not large, and consists for 
the most part of the words which he or she meets in class-books ; for 
the purpose of answering questions in grammar, &c., it consists entirely 
of the words found in their texts and notes. Now a little care and 
poerseverance — perseverance especially — on the part of the teacher 
would prevent the perpetration of such barbarisms in spelling as 
“agitive” for “adjective,” “ coiigigation ” for “conjugation.” 
Punctuation is in some case.s entirely dispensed with. I have read 
several essays in which there was not a sign of punctuation from be- 
ginning to end — not even a capital letter to indicate the beginning of 
a new sentence. And yet several of these essays were not wanting in 
merit, thus affording proof that the defect to which I refer was not due 
to any want of intelligence on the part of the children, but to careless- 
ness or worse on the part of the teachers. In p»r.sing, far too many of 
the children display entire wmnt of knowledge of the functions of the 
various piarts of speech, and of the particular parts of speech to which 
words belong. Thus an adjective will be parsed as a verb and made 
nominative case to a w-ord which may be a noun, an advei-b, or any 
other p>art of speech. Words that are verbs are pai-sed as such, and 
then made objective case, governed p)erliaps by a noun or by a pn-pio- 
sition understood. 


Pkeparatory Grade. — Second P.aper, — Girls, 

Report of Rev. M. O’Riordan, d.d 
The answering was, on the whole, very satisfactory, and shows 
efficient teaching. 

J. As was to be expected from Preparatory Grade children, those 
questionswiiich required memorymerelywere answ-ered best, and I noticed 
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that those qiiestioiis -which called for special exactness of kno-n-ledwe 
Ex. Gr. — Question 5 (“ (6.) State in substance, the terms of the Treaty of 
June, 1494, regulating the claims of Portugal and Spain to lands which 
miffht be discovered afterwards”) were answered better by the girls 
than by the boys wdiose papers I examined ; but very lew showed pre- 
cise knowledge. The same ohservation applies to Question 4 (“ Give the 
substance of the record in the J ournal ot Columbus as to the character 
of the inhiibitanta of Hayti ”). With very few exceptions the rough 
materials of an answer to Question 2 (“ Wliat expedient did, Columbus 
adopt to secure that the results of his first voyage might become known in 
the event of his death or if he -were shipwrecked ”) were given with 
more or less completeness ; hut in very few cases did the pujiils in- 
telligently use the materials, '.fhere was a want of completeness and 
point in all the answers, one or two, perhaps, excepted. The answers 
to the que.stions in the History and Geography of Ireland show that 
the special care which might be expected was not given to those sub- 
jects. Yet, the answering was very good. 

II. The ueatnes,s of the work and the methodical way of answering in 
many cases showgreat care on the part of the teachers and aptitude on the 
part of the pupils. But in a greater number of cases the slovenliness of the 
work and tlie irregular way of answering show that the pupils were not 
trained to w'ork on paper. In some cases the an.sweriug to Question 6 
was done in such disorder that I am inclined to think the knowledge 
hidden behind would merit many more marks than I could give. I 
noticed that certain terras and names of places were .spelled phonetically 
by several pupils. It looked as if the information had been crammed 
into their memory orally. 


COMMEECIAL ENGLISH. 

Senior Grade. — Bovs and Girls. 

Eeport of Wiliuam P, Covne, m.a. 

In the Senior Grade the Commercial English Paper — so far as Geo- 
graphy and History wei-e concerned — was very well answered by both 
boys and girls. Tlie “ Elements of Business ” continue, s to be distinctly 
weak ; in fact there seems to be m > effort on the part of pupils or 
mastei-s to teach or study it systematically. Senior Grade students 
who do not know what the terms “Cash Balance” or “Price Cur- 
rent ” means cannot be said to know anything about the “ Elements of 
Business,” and such students were a large percentage of the oompari- 
tively few who took up this siilijcot. The questions on Geography, 
oil the other hand, were excellently dealt with. The pa])er was, ho'vever, 
I am inclined to think, below the average in difficulty so far as the 
Geography was concerned. The History, too, was well known, but, on 
the whole, less accurately than the Geography. Question 7, “ («.) 
Account for the changes in the value of our silver currency in the 16ih 
and early part of the. 17th centuries; (b.) At what ends did the Bank 
Charter Act of 1844 aim, and how far did it attain theml”), was au 
exception, as it was pretty generally missed. 
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Tlie Copying MS. was good, bi^t in no single case perfect. In tlie c.aae 
of the weak students there is here a painful lack of intelligence. The 
same word, for instance, is differently interpreted in each of two or 
more different places. 

The Precis W riting was up to the average — hut that is not saying 
much. Putting myself for a moment in the place of a busy man wiio 
had given the prescribed “ coiTespondence ” to a clerk to put the gist 
of it in a brief form, there was no single case in which I would consider 
the result satisfactory. In the majority of cases it would have been, 
at least, equally easy and f?\r .safer to read the original letters than the 
“precis” of them presented. 


Middle Grade. — Boys a>jd Girls. 

Report of Jontr Park, ii.k., d.lit. 

I examined in Commercial English, Middle Grade, 110 candidates 
(boys and girls). 

AVhen I turned to these from the Junior students, I seemed to have 
passed an interval of two or three years, and not one only. The 
answering was very good ; more than one-tliircl of the students ob- 
tained Honour marks, and six (of 110) got more than 450 marks, t.e., 
75 per cent. The courses seemed to have caught and fairly retained 
their attention throughout, and the form of answering svas much 
better than what I had in the Lower Grade. 

The Geography was, I believe, much more carefully prepared than 
the History or the Elements of Business, where again I noticed in- 
sufficient advice and explanation. Whether fi*oui design or from mere 
cai’elessness I may not determine, but unauthorised readings of the 
questions were unduly frequent — even good students would substitute 
ex. gr. for “ articles exported from the United Kingdom,” (Question L), 
articles imported into it, or for Lanarkshire (Question IV.) Lancashme, and 
for United States (Question IV. ), United Kingdom ; and too many named 
silver or iron as the metal of importance in winch the United States 
are deficient (Question IV.) 

The exercise in Copying Manuscript was really very good ; the 
writing was legible, pleasing, and often elegant — sometitnes marred by 
a lack of punctuation and of neatness, but on the whole excellent. 

As regards the exercise in Precis Writing, we may nob require from 
Middle Grade candidates an eye for essentials and a sense ol balance 
and proportion. At all events I was here rather disappointed instead 
of a clear, concise, continuous narrative (which was seldom even 
attempted), I had usually a loose paraphrase of the paragraphs seriatim, 
with occasional omissions of most important passages, and even mis- 
conceptions of the arrangements described. 


Junior Ge<ude. — Boys and Girls. 

Report of William P, Coyne, m.a., and John Park, m.a., d.lit. 

The Junior Grade Commercial English, both for boys and girls, ^ was 
up to the not very high average of former years. This is faint piaise, 
but it is as much as the occasion warrants. There is, -wefear, ^idence 
that this very important subject is considerably neglected. The 
ber of students who enter for it is comparatively small and o ose 
hardly 10 per cent, are really well prepared. 
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The answering in Geography will illustrate this In answer to Ques- 
tion 1 [“ State and illustrate the chief economic hearings of ohmate, J 

whatever that means. Again, in regard to Question 2-[ Name the 
nrincipal ‘hreadstuffs’ and the leading countries which supply each, J 
several candidates instead o£ naming the princi,.al “hmulstutf^ gave 
the constituents of broad, e.g., flour, yeast, watei, salt, an 
sugar. Again, Question 4 (a question in lyhich intelligence as o^osed 
to mere memory was drawn on). [“Draw in veiy ' \ 

map of Ireland, marking on it three industrial areas, and 
industrial character of each,”] was very indieerently answered. T1 e 
maps of Ireland were in nine-tenths of the cases of no leco^i . 
contour; there were enormous 'divergences of view as to the ,ios^ 
the estuary of the Shannon, and one student located Belflist and the 
Ihien industry in Mayo. No doubt this stiident could have recited 
quite accurate^ the names of tlie chief towns ol Antrim, but his -oisual 

memory was sadly at fault. i l,„,.„ mven 

Tl.e History was much better 

interest and information to most of the Candida, tes. I lie * { 

Business, however, was exceedingly poor Question S. [ 

brief letter to a friend exi.laining to him the routine busies 

and duties in an ordinary commercial office,- ] was evidcn y d‘ 

a.s a joke-at any rate, no serious attempt was made 

it. There was in this branch of the subject, as in geograp ‘Ij 

spicuous absence of needful explanation and assistance on the l 

the teacher. , „,i„-„i, t.bp 

As regards general neataes.s there were too many cases in , - 
answers were not numbered, or were incorrectly iiiimberec . ' J 

students, after covering a page or two with rather mcoheien ‘ ’ 

apparently devote the rest of the time to carricatures or 

VVe must add that about 12 per cent, of the students studied 
subject with vevy real advantage. 


FRENCH. 

Senior Grade. — Boys. 


Report of James BoIielle, b.a. 

The general results of the exsmiination are of a very satisfac T 

The Grammar (jueations were, as a rule, very well aiisveied, 
showed a sound knowledge of the rules of syntax.. pnnr‘?e 

The books had been evidently well prepared, tboiigb, wi ? , ^ 

some brilliant exceptions, no attempt at -style” m translation 

been made. n.ifivplv low 

I must, however, confe.ss to some surprise at the sen- 

standard reached in continuous pro.se ComposiT.ion. J. _ 

tences were, as a rule, well done, and idiomatically ® ’ T)Oorly 

piece of prose, though an easy and struightforward one, 
done by a large proportion of the candidates. 
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Judging fi'om the staudai-d reached in the other grade.'i which, for 
severaf years have come under my notice, I expected much better 
tilings from the Seniors. 

The fault, I think, lies in the lack of viva-voce French composition, 
and the training it afi'ords in the all-important use of “equivalents.” 

For instance, “ chief objects " wa,s nearly alway.s c/te/s objets, instead 
of principciux ; “ policy ” was invariably ” policie (which is not 
French), instead of politii^ice ; “ dominions ” also was nearly always ren- 
dered hv dominions^ instead of btats, possessions^ ierriioire, 

I cannot too strongly recommend to teachens, especially with pupils 
of the Senior Grade, a vigorous course of viva-voce translation into 
French. It i.s the .mly way to acquire that facility of rendering with- 
out which all translation into a language remains laboured and strained. 

Question 1 on tbe ])rommciation was also, in a large measure, a 
failure, and shosvs that nothing can or ever will replace an “oral” 
e.’iamiuation. 


Senior Grade. — Gikls. 

Report of James Boielle, b.a. 

The remarks made on the examination of the Senior Grt^e boys 
apply equally' to the Senior Grade girls, with this important dineretice, 
however, that the work of the girls was generally of a ranch higher 
quality than that of the boys, possibly owing to the lact that they are 
enabled to give more time to the subject. 


Middle Grade.— Boys. 

Report of Otto C. Naf, m.a. 

Tlie work of looking over the papers has, on the whole, Deen _a very 
pleasant one, for an unusual number of them were very good indeed, 
and bove eloquent witness to tbe fact, that French is a avouii e s u y, 
pursued coTt amore throughout Irish 

sunshine, more especially in the translations and the ns ouca a " i 
connected with the two set books, brightened the road for the examiner 

when at times it threatened to become a little monotonous. 

The general style and the handwriting were, with very few excep- 
tions thoroughly satisfactory, and the spelling, thougi now an i 
somewhat erratic and often amusingly eccentric, was m the great 
maiority of papers above reproach. j ii „ 

As it may be of some interest to the pupils who answered paper, 
and also possibly of some advantage to next years candidates. I pui- 
pose, even at the risk of being accu.sed of tediousness, to go seruUim 
through the wli. de. paper of questions, pointing out the prmoipal mistakra 
perjietrated, and adding a few liints ns to how to .avoid some of them m 

Question 1.— The paronyms asked for were fairly well given. I may^ 
however, mention one mistake, wliicli ran 

namely, the smallimtial to ; also : L. 

rendered by a romance^ tbe word novel ought to be ah e , 11 

meat at least. ^ 2 
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Question 2, on French pronunciation, -n-as not well clone. Most o£ 
the paper-s here betrayed two facts ; hrst, that the pupils had rather 
hazy ideas about Fi-eueh pronunciation ; and, secondly, that they had 
not been well taught how, when they have fairly correct ones, to prove 
this to the examiner. The attempts to do so were more laDonous 
than successful; there seemed a general absence of capacity to fix upon 
the essential points, and too much, often suspicious, eagepess to dilate 
upon out-of-the-way possibilities of misproiiunciatioii. It ought not to 
be very difficult, for example, if the pupil Ihiows it, to point out that m 
longue the u is unite, whilst in aigue it is pronounced, or that the t in 
nous exceptions is sounded as t, whilst in Us exceptions it is sounded ns 
s, or that mufhixn the sound of ongh in enough, whilst in onip 
is not sounded. The wliole question was one of the least successfully 
attempted in the paper throughout. 

Question 3, on the irregular verbs, was excellently done ; paper after 
paper, even though otherwise but mediocre, obtained full marlp hpe ; 
bull’s eye after bull’s eye was scored, the only mistalp occui'ring m a 
few pa[»ers being envoir for envoger, and il e7ivoit for il eniote. 
Altogether, unlike Question 2, the pupils succeeded hero in coiivmcuig 
the examiner that they both knew their verbs and also knew how to 
place that knowledge briefly on record. 

Question 4. This was also the case, though not quite so ‘ imanimmisly, 
in the matter of the use of eux for Us in translating they. 
pupils included the cases of avec eux, chez emx, &c ; this of com'se did 
not obtain full marks, since ezix does not stand for they, but 
(or their) in these examples. Still the slip is almost excusable tor 
once. Some candidates, however, gave rules without examples; they 
should remember in future that for an examination in grammar, gooi 
thougli short sentences in illustration of rules are absolutely nu- is- 
pensable. 

Question 5, on Syntax, was really well done by a very great number 
, of the boys and showed that some such question had been expected ant 
prepared for. The answers were not only correct, but short and to 
the point : delightful characteristics to an examiner. 

Question 6. The Composition, or rendering of idiomatic sentences, 
and of a short connected piece of English into French, was very 
promising in a good number of answer books. The two^ principa 
mistakes in the sentences were, 7ie sont-ils 7 ;as ? instead of nest-cepo.^^ 
for, are they not ? (after a preceding question), and expectezn-otis f toi 
do you expect ? Expecter, is not a French verb, s^ittendre d, esperei , oi 
aller should have been used. The little letter of Lord Chesterfield to 
his son was less correctly done into French than the disconnected sen- 
tences. ‘ Lord ’ might have been left untranslated, rather than rendeie^ 
by sa majeste, or le due, or le Seigiiior. ‘ / am well pleased ^ is 
suis bien content de., and not ye suis ires hien phi, ov plait; ‘ th^ wriiiug 
is not Veci'ivant, but lUeritnve, ‘ the promise ’ is la promesse, and no^ 
le proinis ; ‘ does not breah his wo 7 'd ’ is ne maiique pas a sa parole, am. 
not ne 6rt'se pas sa verhe, nor ?te 7 'omp pas son mot, and/oj*, in the sense 
of heca^ise, is car or pai'ce que, and iiotpo^ir. All these mistakes oc 
curred with great and exasperating regularity, and in addition rows 
and tu, in the mode of address, varied most aibitrarily 
letter ; t7i of course ought to have been used exclusively. Altoge ei 
many marks were lost in this harmless looking little letter. 
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Questions 7 and 8. The translaiions of the extracts from the two 
set books were excellently done in most papers and very high marks 
were the rule ; here also the examiner’s temporarily flagging spirits 
Were now and then cheered by original and sometimes humorous 
renderings, eccentric spellings, and historical facts more amusing than 
veracious or authenticated. Among the lir.st of tliese may be men- 
tioned maussade = mossy, drunk; epims = 2 nm.s, pins ; lanl/ume=fuming 
lard; une terrine de creme =a ti/rrlieiie, a boat, a bomel of cream; une 
uumOiie—an anemone, a ring; un rustre=a beer, a boar, a bore ; un 
bohemien-apaddi/-go-eas,/, a real Irishman, whUst les freles demoiselles, 
W. 1 S rendered by almost any insect imaginable, hmrds, dandy and 
daddy long-legs, glow-worms, caterpillars, beetle-iUes, ifec., occuriing re- 
peatedly. Among the eccentricities in spelling I noted vis the most 
<'Coentrio : jorepises and 2>respuses for precipices, horthorne and hmighthm n 
for hawthorn, and orphen, orphin, orphant and orphint for orp^n. 
But though I am here pillorying thesemis takes, I wish to add emphati- 
cally that in moat of the papers no spelling inistake.s whatever 
apneuved, whflst many of these slips were no doubt due to haste m 
writing. In the historical allusions, however, no such excuse can be 
ofiered. What but want of preparation can account for such blunders 
as la patrie du Cid = the country of the South, the nation f the t ide, 
the people in the Caucasian mountains, the patnarck of the Moors, 
the name of a star, a race of dwarfs, &c. ; or for saoh ua.sophisticated 
opinions as Paid et Virginie=tioo Roman martyrs, Pimoh and Judy, 
two Greek gods, St. Paid and Virejinius the Roman, &c. % 

However, most of these mistakes appeared in papers otherwise not 
quite irreproachable, and in spite of them I can honest y say la on 
the whole the set books seem to have boen_ conscientiously studied by 

the majority of the candidates of the prescribed age. ^ 

Que^ion 9. Translation at siglit. The ju-ose piece and the httle 
poem selected for translation into English ‘ at sight were not altogether 
successiully handled by the candidates. It might be condoned that 
words like eharpenti aud hide should have been missed, but I 

was rather disappointed to see that few seemed to be acquaiu e 
such common words as les cotes, le nvage and dantant plm que Coles 
was almost invariably rendered by sides ; rivage by' i ivei , an au ai 
plus que bv much more than. Thus the prose piece was imperfectly 
rendered, especially through missing the last of the three examples just 
mentioned. ^ Still many made fairly good sense oi tins piece , but the 
dreamy nature of the lotus life picture in the little poem was too much 
for a great number of the youthful translators ; m their excessive poetic 
fervour many wont beyond poetic licence and degeuera e in o a 
nonsense. The marks here are thus someivhat 

might have been expected from the excellent translations of the pieces 

selected from the sec books. j 

On the whole, however, and allowing for the slips and mis .Ams 
which I thought it my duty to expose tani soitpen rutlilesaly, Icousiie 
the French work shown by the 1,100 papers which 
iiociee, eminently satisfactory, and the percentage o on > 
especially of “Passes,” will be found to be exceptionally high, at any 
rate among the boys of the prescribed age. rnr, 

The papers of the ove.4ge candidates were, 
siderably inferior to those of the 

I feel cupelled to express my opinion that some of ^lese candidates 
never looked at the set books at all, except perhaps cursorily, but 
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trusted to a general vague knowledge of French and— to luck ; whilst 
a few must have presented themselves at the examination iu French 
more as a joke than with any expectation of passing, for how otherwise 
could suoli totals as 0, 9, 13, 33, 44, or even 56, 57, 66,^ and 7a 
out of 700 be explained 1 A few of these over-age candidates nosvever 
deserve distinction, and many will have passed, though the greater 
number are evidently very weak in French. 


Miimm Giade. — Girls. 

Keport of Otto 0. Nae, m.a. 

The remarks I have made in almost unpardonable detail with respect 
to the boys’ papers apply equally to those of the girls. I may however 
add, that the girls’ knowledge more often ov'erllowed into a second 
answer-hook, and also that while there ivere proportionally less absolute 
failures here, there were also proportionally less papers of exceptional 
excellence, i.e., the average of marks among tho boys will, I fancy, be 
somewhat higher than uinong the girls 


Junior Grade. — Bovs. 

Report of John W. Bacon, m.a., W. F. Butler, m.a., and 
Rev. John F. Hogan, d.d. 

The answering was, on the whole, satisfactory. A large number of 
candidates reached a high standard of merit. 'The average was higher 
than in former years, and the number of failures much smaller. 

Tho grammar was carefully prepared, and the unseen passages were, 
in the great majority of oases, well translated. 

We noticed that the short sentences and passages from the aii thorn 
studied during the year were very often not accurately rendered into 
English. Whenever an uncommon word or an unusual idiom occurred 
its sense was often entirely missed. 

Another weak point was the Composition, and particularly the 
rendering of the oontiniious passage of English into French. Con- 
sidering the importance of this element in the programme and the large 
proportion of marks assigned to Composition we think it right to draw 
the attention of teachers to the necessity for more frequent exercise in 
this part of the training. A.s Composition brings into play not only a 
knowledge of the French vocabulaiy, but also a knowledge ot orth*)- 
graphy and of the rules of grammar, the time spent at it will e 
protitably employed, and the frequent corrcctioii of mistakes wi 
accustom the hoys to caution and precision. 

More iitteutiou than iu former years seems to have been given to 
pronunciation. It is to be regretted, however, that in a great nimihei 
of cases pronunciation is entirely neglected. Wo fear that the reme y 
or this defect is not to be fonnd in any purely written test. an 
experiment were to be made we should recommend the employn^nt o 
some elementary manual of pliouetics, such as those of Passy cr Vio or. 
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Repoi’t of Paul E. E. Barbier. 

The Grammar questions were very satisfactorily answered, 
the exception of the question on mmne adjective und nuime adverb, all 
the answers to the questions on Grammar were good, many excellent 
chiedv those answers on the plural of nouns and feminine forms ot 
adjectives and on the irregular verbs. In marked contrast with 
I examined on previous occasions candidates hare shown they under 
staiK.1 how to uise correctly the accents. ^ ^ ^ 

In many respects the Grammar work sent ui is superior m acouiacy 
and better quality altogether than it has been in former years 

The answers to the question on pronunciahou oi iieiich word, 
clearly prove that teachers are incompetent or negligently perform tMs 
part of their work. The simple sound on 
which is met with in poile, aout, soupn, 

combinations of letters exceedingly perple.xmg tZer of 

The sentences illustrating peculiar idioms and dithcult lendeun » ot 

the composition section were good, but the piose i passive 

whole vvas weak. Very lew candidates turned 

voice into the French transitive voice. 1 hey a so ^ j 

the impersonal and personal nominative case o it. Z® ^ , 

nouns was weak, the translations of the set books were fed the 

Internal evidences lead me to think that many oandidates 1®“'^ " 
translations by heart. The answer to he question 
matter of the text-book was excellent, which testifies fead The 

great interest in the dramatic incidents of the ,Zr! 

first part of the unseen was very good; the lattm p. ■ I 
Candidates fliiled to translate accurately, sciene, pc, iiciue,Jai,e 

^'"erndidates ought to be reminded not to y‘*®y°ZdZi"ZiZwrste 
books the questions of the Examination papm'. ^ I>y s>o doni„ tl ) 
time ami give needless trouble to the Exammers. 


Phepabatory Grade. — B ova* 

fteport of James Boielle, b.a., and Feedeeic Spesceb. m.a. 

The question on Prencli in'onnriciatiou, -\vliicli was ® q^Jl-rested 
and limited to words occurring in the ^ 

forcibly that the teaching of French m n°ipstions in Grammar 

antiquated and most unsatisfactory type. T e qi candidates 

were well answered by a very fair 
presented, but many, even among the best, weie 
correctly the iiresent subjunctive of avoir or the leq 
reflexive verb of the first conjugation. pi-ench 

The composition exercise consisted of the ^y, Zht ZcZcxl books, 
of sentences based on passages ocouiimg ,. J ^ the large 
Many of the ver.,i,ms scut up 

niajoiicy shoved that little practical u^ .r .L were too frequently 
materials supplied. The translation.s into candidates who 

a mere exercise of meohauioal memory, aiu ™ J <jeal with 

wrote almost faultless renderings were utterly unable 
even the simpler passage of unprepared Fieac 
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It is a pleasure to report that a cousideraUe number of individual 
papers were marked by great iirtelUgence and afforded every evidence 
of sound and conscientious teaching'. With the exception of the last 
sentence in the more difficult passage — a sentence, perhaps, rather above 
the standard which might fairly be expected in this Grade— both 
passages of unprepared French were excellently rendered by very many 
candidates. The work of these candidates was generally of good quality 
in composition also, and entirely satisfactory in Grammar and preirared 
translation. 

Tlie frequent occurrence of Latin, Italian, and German words in 
the French composition makes it seem probable that many of these 
young children are attempting more languages than they can adequately 
cope with. 

It should be added, in conclusion, that in neatness and legibility the 
large majority of the papers left nothing to be desired. 


PnnPARATOKY GllADK. — GlELS. 

Report of Fkkdeiho Spencbe, m.a. 

The judgments passed upon the work of the boys in this Grade may 
be generally taken as applying to tliat of the girls also. It must be 
said, however, that signs of purely mechanical preparation, and of the 
lack of proper oral instruction, were less general than among the boys, 
and. there wero also far fewer blunders in English grammar and 
orthography. 


COMMERCIAL FRENCH, 

Junior, Middle, and Senior Grades. — B ovs and Girls. 

Report of V. Steinbeegeh. 

I ooirccted French commercial papers some years ago. The progress 
made since then seems to be considerable, especially that of the gWs. 
These latter prepared this subject better, and their answering is superior 
in all the grades to that of the boys. 

Senior Grade. 

The French pas.sages to be translated into English were done with 
few exceptions intelligently. The weak part of the answei'ing in 
tills Grade was the English passage set for translating into French. 
Only a few knew tlie French equivalents for — railroad preference 
shares and bonds, bank stocks, Spanish securities. 


Middle Grade. 

The answering of this Grade compares very favourably with that 
of tlie Junior Grade. The translation from French into English was 
done intelligently by most of the candidates. A fair number 
translated the. English letter into French creditably. The rendering 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



C'O&IMEECiAL PEENCH— GERMAN. 


Education Board for Ireland. — Appendix. 43 

of tha detiohed Euglisli sentences showed a fair amount of careful 
preparatioa. The French words that gave most trouble were— fe debit, 
le moiUant, Vemballage, I’enchere, and the verb enlever, which was very 
geuerally cojifoimded with elemr. 

Junior Grade. 

The vreat weakness of the candidates of this Grade consisted in the 
want of knowledge of French composition and of the meaning^ of 
commercial expressions. They do not j'et know the English meaning 
of these expressions, and are therefore unable to employ them properly 
in French Without getting a firm hold of the exact meaning of the 
Envlish terras, it is of little use to learn their French equivalents ^ A 
considerable number of this Grade seem to have taken up this subject 
in order to add a few marks to their total. They learnt the begiumag 
and end of a French letter and used their scauty knowledge some- 
times ill a most ridiculous fashion. This class of candidates stumbled 
at such every clay terras aa—veidlles me commumquer, lafacture, payer 
aucomptant,la traits, &c., and of courae sufiered for their iporance 
The spelling of draught instead of draft (,1a traite) was rather 
frequent. 


german. 

(1) Senior, (2) Middle, (3) Junior, (4) Preparatory Grades.— Boys. 
Report of E. L. Milner-Barry, m.a. 

(1) Senior Grade. 

The work was very praiseworthy. In ^rararaar good marks^ as 
a rule, obtained ; weakness, however, was shown m 
idiomatic German expressions, e.g., “mclits weniger als, proved a 
stumbling block in nearly every case. rinnr-r 

The composition was fair, though still the ‘ P f 

The ■' Journalistcn” had been well prepared, and had evidently been 
read with interest and intelligence. “ Leier 

subject, produced, on the whole, good results; hut the histoiica- side 

the work had not received sufficient attention. ncarlv everv 

The drift of the “ Unseens ” was successfully made out i. nearly e^ 
case, but even in this grade the renderings were far too literal. Pupils 
should be encouiugecl to develop a more iree anc apui e y 

(2) Middle Grade. 

As a whole, the work of the Middle Grade (boys and was^very 

promising. The answers of the boys in - nffiner 

confusion seemed to exist as to the meaning o ® , jt • few 

feet subjunctive," and die conditional oiten subsbtu^ 
candidates succeeded in declining correctly, ^ 

Idiom was defective in the translation 

Bubjunotive did not seem uuderstood, and relative andmteiiogatue pio 
nouns were confused. 
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In Prepared Translation the prose work was well done ; but speaking 
generally, the verse subject, “Wilhelm Tell,” was disappointing. The play 
has many difficulties, but insufficient preparation seems to have been 
the caxrse of coinparatix’e failure in this part of the pa])er, e y., not a 
single candidate could give a correct rendering of “ Ich werde mioh 
untei'stehen, euoh das m wehren.” 

In “ Unseens ” the work, as a xvhole, xva.s good, but a lack of freedom 
was noticeable in nearly every case. 

(3) JtJNioa Guadi!. 

The work of the bo3's was marked by the same characteristics as that 
of the girls ; the composition, as a whole, was rather better, but the 
translations of Lessing’s “Fabelu ” showed the; .same weakness as that of 
the gu'ls, and few good versions of the “ Unseen” were submitted. 

(4) Prepahatory Grade. 

The work submitted was good. The Grammar was well known. 
The composition was rather weak, the iirepo.siiions being often incor- 
rectly used. The Prepared Tran.slatioii reached a good standard, but 
pupils should observe the rules for tran.slating word for word vith 
greater strictness. 


(1) Senior, (2) Middle, (3) Junior, (4) Preparatory Grades. — Girls. 

Report of E. L. Milnbr-Rarry, m.a. 

(1) Senior Grade. 

The remarks made about the boy.s apply generally in the case of the 
girls. 

The work was of practically the same standard, except in the com- 
position, where a slight falling off was noticeable. 

In several cases “ Lutzow’s wilde Jagd ” ivas confused witn the legend 
of the “Wilder Jitger,” and his prowess as a hunter was set forth at 
considerable length. 

(2) Middle Grade. 

The work of the girls did not differ in any striking way from that of the 
boys (q.v.) In tbe composition the rules for word order were frequently 
broken, and “ als ” “ wenu ” and “ wanii ” .were frequently confused. 
In “Unseens” the renderings were too timid, with the possible exception 
of the following x'ersion : — 

“ Lasz mich in vollen durstigen Ziigen, 

Triuken die freic, die himmliache Luft.” 

“ Let me drink the heavenly air of freedom in full and thirsty trains. 

(3.) Jdnior Grade. 

The over-age candidates’ work was, for the mo.st part, weak. In dt® 
work of the girls, who i'ar outnumbered the boys, the Grammar was, a.s 
a rule, well known. In the Composition few candidates were able o 
translate correctly a tense of the passive voice. The expressions 
“the Prench Capital” and “ Switzerland ” were very seldom correct y 
U’analuted. Confusion was very marked between “ nach an 
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“nacMem ”“uber," “oben,” ancV'voruber.” The translation though well 
known! often ’spoilt b; a total disregard of style. This ws partr- 
cularly noticeable in the case of Lessings ' Eabeln. Few cancUdates 
sent in faultless versions. Mistakes in .spelling w'ere frequent, and the 
word “ butty ” was often used as a translation of stoszig. In the 
Unseen the expression “ich liesz zu essen bringen proved an almost 
insurmountable ditficulty. 

(4.) PuEPABATOBY GrADE. 

The work of the girls hardly reached the standard of that of the boys 
hut with few exceptions, it was satisfactory. Composition once again 
proved the weakest part of the paper. Many 

parse the two words given, and few succeeded m parsing both the words 
correctly. 


german— COMMEUCIA ri. 

All Grades. — Boys and Girls, 

Report of E. L. Milneb-Babry, m.a. 

The work in the three grades was satisfactory, the 
being small. Speaking generally, the of 

the translation hito German. This was most 

the Middle Grade girls, where several siren” hen 

on this part of the paper. Every effort should be mac e to 
this most important pL-t of the subject. The best batch of 
those submitted by the Middle Grade boys, 

reached a very creditable standard. In the Senior Grade «°ys also 
submitted the best answers. Mora attention is “Xle^ 

rendering of commercial terms. Hardly a single Candida ^ 
render the words “cheque ’’and “mercantile “® 

The papers, as a rule, were characterised by neatness and care, but 
improvement in the German Handwriting is desirable. 


ITALIAN. 

Ali GeA-Des.— Boys and Gikis. 

Report of Rev. W. H. Murphy, d.d. 

The writer of these lines, when drawing up his report last year, 
pleaded sti-ongly for the necessity of presentmg ^ext-books to pupi 
in their living environment of history, geography, and bio lap y, 
and he showed by reference to the answer-books ot the J“i “a , 
so far at least as Italian is concerned, this aspect of ‘ 

systematically ignored. The answer-books of tins 
just examined yield him the comforting reflection that | 

tell on heedless ears. Once again, questions on history " y 
arising out of the text have been challenged such statemente as 
“I did not study Italian History"; or, "My edition has no notes 1 
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Sometimes, on the other hand, fancy has been sent in search of 
answers, nor is there an}' lack of boldness in her flights. For example 
iu the Junior Paper is tlxe following : (c) Write short notes on 
Yittoi'io Emanude //., Pantheon. 1 set down some remarkable answers. 

" Pantheon is a building in the Gothic style, where plays and concerts 
are held.” “ Victor Emanuel drove the Persians out of Italy.” 

Amusing or disheartening as the foregoing may variously he 
accoimted to be, it seems, at least, to furnish evidence that Inter- 
mediate schools, as a class, decline to recognise the aspect of teaching 
which we are considering; hence it is idle further to enlarge on the 
subject. Having now, for the thhd time, directed attention to it, 
nothing more remains that I can do. 

Turning to the treatment of the questions in Grammar, Translation, 
and Composition, I have only to say that the answering is of 
average merit, except in Composition ; thei'e is a falling off in the 
Composition this year — at least in the higher grades. This being 
so, it is unnecessary to state that caudiihites in these grades continue 
to exhibit the want of ac<iuaintance, noted last year, with Italian idioms. 
On the other hand, the Composition of the junior boys may be praised 
almost without reserve. In genei’al, it is true this year that the 
answer-books in the Preparatory Grade, and in the Junior Grade (boys) 
are full of promise, while those of the higher grades are disappointing. 
Exception, however, must be made iu favour of the Translation at 
Sight which, in the Senior Grade, was well done. 

I think it may be of use to call attention to the following points— 
unconnected with w’hat has gone before, or with one another : — 

I. Candidates confound the French a$sez with the Italian assai. 
Thus “hardly good enough ” is commonly translated — by Semor 
Grade pupils — appena asmi huono. 

II. The polite use of the feminine pronoun of the third person 
in addressing persons of the male sex seems to be unknown to 
candidates of the Middle Grade. FToavly all of them wdien trans- 
lating the Unseen Passage render Non so s'ellct mi capisca' hj 
“I don't know whether she mulevstauds”; althoguh ella plainly 
refers to cavaliere. 

III. “ Local vulgarisms ” were complained of by examiners m 
English last year as being common in the compositions which they 
had read. I have just found in the answer-books of the Junior 
Grade an instance of such vulgarism oiuious iu its persistence. The 
passage from the text-book set for ti-anslation contained the follow- 
ing line: — ‘ Mi hanno soffocato la mia hamhina.^^ Uniformly one 
fo"nd the line translated thus : — “ They have suffocated my baby on 

Not only this, hut one candidate deplored, through some 
leeiing lines, the poverty of the Italian language which refused to 
bring out the vividness of the English idiom “ on me ! ” One 
almost fears that candidates could not have cherished such a 
passion for this “ idiom ” unknowui to their teachers ; and yet the} 
cherished it unrebuked. 

Ill reference to Commercial Italian, Senior Grade candidates show a 
marked advance in their acquaintance with technical terms, 
improvement on former years can, however, be noted in the answering 
in the other grades, except, perhaps, in that of the junior boys, wliue 
the junior girls were so had that their presenting themselves for exaini* 
nation must be accounted a mere sham. 
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SPANISH. 

Junior, Middle, and Senior Grades.— Boys -ind Girls. 

Keport of Ricardo Ramirez. 

I am pleased to Be able to report very favourably on tbe result of tlie 
examination ; all tlie candiclate.s slioiv that tliey have been veil taugl.t, 
and that they possess an intelligent and knowlecge^ o ^ 

Soanish lan-uage : there is not one really poor paper. The low niaiks, 
to some papei-s may be attributed to weakness in the ic louiatio 
phraroLy and in the transhmon into Spanish. More attention 
shoukl, the\Wore, be bestowed upon the acquisition of an accurate and 
practical vocabulary of idioms used in everyday We. 


CELTIC. 

Senior Grade. — Boys and Girls. 

Report of John MaoNeill, b a. 

Gmnimnr.-There was a great deal 
all the questions are dealt -jtli in some^ 

Irish Grammar in print during the 5 eai. o reo-ardins the 

Ipptosulxerof toe ptsonafpranop'is 

Grade students at the of rudinumtaiy 

very simple Composition to lefiesh ' . «iAn<apTi snecially 

matters, and sbould progress rapu.dy ‘ portions of the text 

their resemblance in subject and character to the poitions 

”“SSwA-Thi. «»' — “»»>I 

didates knew toe meaning offithcheall, the national chess game p 
minent all through Irish epic literature. , , averaged pretty 

In this and the other nS 

well, did not show by any means as good a piopoition 

of a high standard as toe boys. course was not studied 

Irhh names of Hfaccs.-Tlns part of the f c.m- 

with any cave, except by one or two candidates, a suipris ^ 
sidering its interest and simplicity. 


Middle Grade.— Boys and Girls. 

Keport of John M.acNf.ill, B. A. 

In the analysis question, many ^ 

four words, mar a raibh dan, constituted a is in Senior- 

In other respects, the sapie remarks app y appreciably lower 

Grade, but that the translation from Irish s o accurate 

degree of immediate application of the intelligence to ti 
rendering of the text. 
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Junior Grade, — Boys and Girls. 

Report of John MaoNeill, b.a. 

Grammar . — The grammar que,stious -wore largoly devi.sed to test 
ivliether, in addition to a formal ,aud mnoiuonie knowledge of grammar, 
the candidates knew the force in actual application of the facts learned! 
Very many candidates failed to show more than a moderate degree of 
this knowledge. As in last year’s aiisw'ering, nmeh of the parsing was 
done on entirely wrong lines, and was dearly based on a knowledge, 
not of Irish, but of English Grammar. Sc(>ile, a genitive, was often 
m.ade “objective governed by ' of ! ”’ The term “ objective " ■was used 
to cover genitive, dative, and accusative. All the nouus were frequently 
made neuter, though the neuior geuder, except for a few traces, is as 
extinct in Irish as in French. The i>hrases ar deary-lasadh, tighe na 
scoile, and lae BealtainewQVQ parsed as single words, apparently because 
they might be repre.sented as single words in the English translation,. 
This kind of parsing entirely misse.s the chief ends of parsing — to 
distinguish the nature ol individual word.s, and the relations of word 
to word in a sentence. 

Composition . — 'This was often very good, but too often bore evidence 
ot an utter want of previous practice. 

Translation from Irish . — In very many instances candidates, instead 
ot using their brains to tackle the exact meaning of the words, were 
apparently content to touch the text in places, and rely on memory 
or inspiration to carry them over the intervening spaces — too often 
a vain reliance. 

Translation at Sight . — This was often well done, even when the 
prescribed translation was very poorly done, thus proving that can- 
didates would do better to pay a closer attention to the rendering of 
the prescribed passages in their own words, and by aid of their under- 
standing. 


Preparatory Grade. — B ovs and Girls. 

B-eport of John MagITeill, b.a. 

Grammar. The answering in Grammar, and especially in parsing, 
exiibited in many instances, the same defects as are noted in the 
umor Grade. I should say that sufficient attention had not been 
paid to Irish parsing during the year’s study, 

.1 lemainder of the answering is subject to the comments made on 
the Junior Grade answering. I noticed .a kind of impatient rushing 
°i *1*1 ^^'^f^slation at sight, as tliough candidates distrusted their 
iibihty to hammer out the meaning from a careful examination of the 
wor s. Possibly translation at sight is not sufficiently resorted to as 
an exercise during the course of study. 

In the Prepai’atory and Junior Grades, teachers will find it profitable 
at the outset of the course, and at intervals afterwards, to take occasion 
o appeal to the special motives which should interest students in this 
somewhat difficult language, and induce them to take a keen personal 
interest in m astering it, 
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DOMESTIC ECONOMY. 

Senior, Middle, and Junior Grades. — Girls. 

Report of Fannie Gallaher. 

I caunot say that I was disappointed by the answering this year : it 
seemed to me to represent a broader view of the subject, on Dhe part 
of both teacher and taught, tliaii was held by them when last I examined. 

With the Seniors I found a greater independence of opinion, a wider 
practical knowledge, and less tendency to swear by any particular 
textrbook as the sole means of saltation. The candidates were often 
strong enough in their convictions to wrestle with the questions (when 
unable to give the direct answer correctly), and thereby prove them- 
selves in possession of a certain quantity of information on the })oint 
under consideration. A large proportion of the answers afforded excellent 
testimony of careful theoretical trainiog. The purely practical side of the 
subject, however, w*as not so developed if one were to judge by the in- 
structions given for the preparation and cooking of a very ordinary dinner. 
This fact made me often wish for an opportunity to impress on the 
mothers and guardians of the young candidates the justice of allowing 
them to have some chance of gaining experience of Domestic Economy 
ill their own homes, and particularly in their own kitchens. 

The Middle Grade girls bad evidently thought less about the subject, 
and were more easily tempted to droji an answer when tliey failed 
to remember the words of the text-book. It struck me as surprising 
how few were able to describe intelligently either a good water-supply 
to a house, or the manufacture of coal-gas. “ Booky " questions had a 
better fate, although the answers might be met with the serious objec- 
tion that they were valuable as words rather than as ide:is. 

To the bulk of the Juniors the examination was an ordeal through 
which they had to pass as quickly as possible. The innate and un- 
adulterated ingenuity of our race asserted itself on many occasions, 
aud in their hurry they evolved solutions which were calculated to 
upset the serious gravity of the situation. They appeared to be very 
untrained in the art of writing down answers, and to have but little 
appreciation of the importance of accuracy. I wonder if a few common- 
place text-papers had been set to them previously should I have been 
assured (1) that the blood flows through the capillaries and the ariilleriis ; 
(2) that the lower part of the body is called the o'iyiduTman \ (3) 
that a battery must always start a sweet omelette ; (4) that broiling is 
frying in a gridiron, and frying is frying on a gridiron ; (5) that 
“ parsley, eggs, cornflour, pepper, sugar, and onions,” make a sweet 
omelette ; (6) that to stew a steak one must » put plenty of pepper bn 
the pan, and turn it now and again ” ; and (7) that the nervous system 
is the heart, is on the right side of the body, and feels all sorts of 
things — sadness aud such things.” These. are a few of some hundreds 
of silly answers which were offered for my acceptance. 

Before concluding, I should Uke to lay every emphasis in my power 
on w^hat I consider the lamentable spelling and writing which were let 
loose over a large majority of the papers in all grades, but particularly 
the Junior. Style and composition need not always be hoped for, but 
surely every examiner has a right to e.vpect some signs of at least a 
rudimentarv knowdedge of orthography. I doubt if an elementary 
class in a National school would have been guilty of the mutilations in 
the spelling of simple words which disfigured the answers of numerous' 
representatives of Intermediate Education. 
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PLANE TRIGONOMETRY, 

Senior Grade. — Boys. 

Repoi't of WiLLiAJi E. Thrift, si.a. 

I -was mucli pleased with the general answering of the hoys of the' 
prescribed age. The majoi-ity of the candidates appeared to have been 
well taught, to have mastered the fundamental principles of the subject, 
and to be faii-ly rvell acquainted with the usual methods and processes 
employed in it. Many showed much intelligence and skill in their 
manipulation of trigonometrical funcuons. 

Comparatively few, however, made any satisfactory attempt at the 
twelfth question, which required an easy application of trigonometrical 
methods in a geometrical example. Many boys, too, were inaccurate, 
and might by the exercise of more care have obtained considerably 
higher marks. Indeed the prevalence of inaccuracy appeared to be 
one of the main reasons why so few obtained more than 75 per cent, of 
the maximum marks. 

Many of tlio.se who failed sent in blank papers. 

The answei'ing of the over-age candidates was, with few exceptions, 
poor and unsatisfactory. 


Senior Grade. — Girls. 

Pieport of William E. Thkipt, m.a. 

Of the thirty-six candidates exiimined fifteen failed. Those who 
passed showed a sound elementary knowledge of the subject, doing the 
easier questions correctly; but very few made any satisfactory attempt 
at the harder questions. Only four obtained Honours ; but one of 
these sent in an admirable paper, indeed, as the marks show, the best 
paper presented in the subject. 


ALGEBRA AND ARITHMETIC. 

Senior Grade. — Boys. 

Report of Swift P. Johnston, m.a. . 

Though the answering in Arithmetic was unsatisfactory, the general 
character was excellent, being more than redeemed by the high average 
obtained in Algebra. 

In the “ Pass ” questions there were no special features, each being 
correctly answered in about the same proportion of cases. 

In the “Honour ” part of the paper, the problems that the candidates 
found most difficult to solve wore the ninth and tenth, on permutations 
and on the binomial theorem, respectively. In fact, with regard to the 
latter problem, but very few recognized that the solution nece.ssarily 
depended on the binomial theorem. 

The remarks on the normal portion of this Grade apply equally to 
the over-age candidates, except that the standard of answering is not 
quite so high. A few cases were, however, equal to the best in the 
other department. 
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Senior Gr.ide. — Girls. 

Report of Stephen B. Kelleher, M. A. 

Tlie an.swermg was very satisfactory. The oanclidates showed a ,-ood 
knowledge of the subject, and the discrimination evidenced in°the 
selection of question-s to he attempted seems to prove that the can, klates 
recopized the evil patteniptmg too much on an examiaatiou papen 
The woik of nearly all tlie candidates was very neatly performed. 


EUCLID. 

Senior Grade. — B ov.s. 

Report of J. A. McClelland, m.a. ■ ; 

The answering hy the hoys in the Senior Grade wns vovy cood 

The great majority of the students showed an accurntc knowledge of 
the propositions of Euclid, and very few failed to obtain the m“rks 
necessary for a Pass. 

pe Exercises were well attempted, and by a few of the beat candi 
dates very great ability -was shown. 

I he manner in which the students wrote out their answers, however 
was, on the whole, imsatisfactory. It was evident that many of tliem 
had no practice in writing out propo.sitious or exercises, and this is a 
serious handicap m the examiimtion hall. Ability in writinir out 
propositions in a concise niauner without wasting time on useless 
repetitions enables^ a student to give some time to the solution of the 
exercises, and he is thus amply repaid for the time spent in practice 
tor the examination. 


Senior Gealie. — Girls. 

Report of James C. Rea, b.a. . 

^ The answering in this Grade was good, a small proportion of the can- 
didates failed to get Pass marks and a fair number of them obtained 
Honour marks. Some of the Honour candidates answered the deducibles 
well, and one succeeded in getting full marks on all of them. A few 
of the Honour Candidates wrote out the Propositions of Euclid in too 
hurried and slip shod a manner, and thereby lost some marks. The 
Propositions of the Pass candidates were, with some exceptions, well 
done ; they were neatly and accurately written out, and the papers gave 
evidence of careful training. It was curious to find some, even of 
otherwise good candidates, commencing Question 1 by saying produce 
the given line AB, and on the produced part describe a parallelogram 
equal to the given triangle, and having one of its angles a right angle, 
failing to see that this was the Proposition itself. 

U 
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Middle Grade. — Boys. 

Eeport of Robert Edssell, m.a. 

The answering in the Middle Grade was good. Over 80 per cent 
passed, 45 percent, passed with Honours, and 18 per cent, failed. Two 
candidates obtained full marks. 

The problems were fairly well answered, and quite a large number of 
candidate.? .sent up papers that wove in every way most creditable to 
themselves and their teachers. 

Ratio and Proportion seemed to be imperfectly understood, many 
not being able to state accurately the |)roportions among the sides of 
equiangular triangles. Several inferred the equality of a and o from 
the following : — 

a : b :: h : c ov b : a :: e \ b 

The Question (No. 8) relating to similar polygons, although very 
generally attempted, had been by many simply coinniitted to memoiy, 
some who answered the proposition not having the slightest idea of the 
meaning of rluplicate ratio, and some wlio were successful in obtainin" 
marks in this que.stion failed in tho.se that were more elementary. 

A large number of eanclidatcs were guilty of much stupidity in 
proving particular cases of Propositions wliero they also proved the 
general case. 

Very had drawing was common, oven in cases where otherwise there 
was considerable merit, many of the figures being absurdly incorrect. 

Teachers ought to induce their pupils to think during the operations 
of the constructions. 

The over-age boys did not answer so well, especially in the problems ; 
61 per cent, passed, 17 per cent, with Honours, 39 per cent, failed. 


Middle Grade. — Girls. 

Report of Patrick Kelly. 

The candidates in this Grade may, for oonvenienoe of reference, be 
divided into three classes : — ’ 

1. A small number that presented themselves for examination with 
practically no preparation. 

2. A somewhat largei', hut yet not very considerable number, that 
seemed to have learned particular propositions niainly by memory and 
with little or no understanding of the most olemoiitary ideas of the 
subject. 

3. The residue. 

It is needlc.ss to observe that the members of the first two ola.sse.s 
failed to obtain even a Pass. It would he well for the secoiicl class to 
realize, as soon as possible, that the shortest and easiest way to acquire 
a laiowledge of Euclid is by clearly comprehcnduig the definitions and 
axioms, and patiently and thoroughly following their a]iplications in the 
several propositions. By adopting this course the .study of Euclid will 
very soon become a labour of love, the propo.sltious will suggest them- 
selves unbidden and he remenibered without an .effort of memory. 

The third class, which may be regarded a.s the really re])resentative 
section of the Grade, answered very credilahly. This class forms a very 
largo per centage of the whole. About lialf the number passed wili 
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Honours, and of tliese a tliird attempted the deiliielt )/.u ■ 1 

siderable, and some ivith marked ^success Tn ’ ‘ 

solutions were neat and ori<rinal larfwi ihe 

.i» p.pih i..d fn7Si£e?,rar i 

analysis. Tn most cases, the fiijures were beiiitifn ^ ' 1 , 

lettered, and the proofs were made a-reoal ly uc 1 

an intelligent use of symbols iuckI to the examiner by 


Junior Grade.— Boys op the Prescribed Age. 

Report of William Beegin, m.a., Pateiok Kelly, and 
James C. Rea, b.a. 


The result of the examination ill tlii.s Grade was satisfactory Tl,e 
majority of the candidates showed that they T he 

Euclid, and worked the propositions ^ 

fair proportion 0 those who passed pas.sed with Honours a“d a f-iK 
number also tried one or more of the deductions, and orSiese a few 
succeeded m working all correctly. ' ‘ 

The working of the Euclid of some of the candidates was very un 
satisfactory the proofs were involved, confused, and redundant and the 

Mould read the questions more carefully. Some proved Question ;j for 
°*bers proved Question 5 for inUnial contact 
Very fe y of those who attempted Question B did more than wor“ritber 
the ninth or tenth propositions of Book IT. ; tliey failed to sliow wlnt 
line wa,s half the sum or half the difference respeoLt^r 

e wish to draiy attention to the use of tlie sign “ + ” for “ and ’’ 
where the sum is not meant. This abuse of a symbol occurred very 
frequently , and we think it ought not to be encouraged. ^ 


J UNiOR Grade. — Boys. — Over-age. 

Report of J, A. McClelland, m.a. 

The Junior Grade boys (Over-age) showed on the whole a very fan- 
knowledge of the propositions of Euclid, but very few of them attempted 
even the .simplest of the exercises. In many oiise.s, where all the pro- 
positions were answered quite accurately, thus showing a perfect grasp 
ot tlie principles and methods of the subject, not even a single exmdse 
was artempted. This would certainly seem to show that these students 
Lad never been encouraged to attempt the soliicion of exercises in 
ttuclid. As in the Senior Grade, a want of practice in writing out 
propositions was also displayed. 


Junior Gkade. — Girls. 

Report of J. A. McClelland, m.a. 

The answering of the Junior Grade girls was very good. They showed 
a full knowledge of the text of Euclid, and they deserve a word of 
praise for the neatness of their work. A fair proportion of the students 
attempted the exercises, aud with considerable success. In reading the 

H 2 
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papers of Junior Grade students, botli boys and girls, one is snrjmsed 
at the number who lose marks by careless reading of the questions. A 
proposition is asked referring to triangles on the “ same ” base, and a 
largenumber of students pi ove the corresponding proposition referring to 
triangles on “equal” bases. When a proposition is asked refening to 
circles which touch “ externally,” the proof is often given of the corres- 
ponding proposition where the circles touch “ internally.” It should 
be impressed on Junior Grade students that no time is lo.st by reading 
a question twice before proceeding to answer it. 


PiiEp.tR.i.TOEY Grade. — B ors. 

Report of Rev. Thomas R. Power and Robert Russell, m.a. 

The Preparatory Grade boys have answ’ercd very satisfactorily in 
Euclid ; nearly 80 per cent, passed in this subject, and nearly 70 per cent, 
of those passed with Honours, and a larger number th.an u.sual of the 
candidates seem to have attempted and succeeded in answering one or 
more of the deductions. 

Failure was most frequent in Question 8 (Euclid II,, 13), the proper 
se<iment or correct method of proof being very often mistaken. It was 
rather a surprise to find so many boys puzzled by Ihe simpile example of 
indirect proof given in Question 2 (I., 27), and so many contented to 
give the first very obvious case alone of Que.stion 3 (I., 35). 

The quotation of authorities in the argument.s, although in general 
satisfactory, w’as often carried to excess. Some, however, .sbowedmuch 
carelessness in their references. Euc. I., 4, 8, 26, were frequently 
wrongly quoted. In Question 5 (Euc. 1 , 48) the prcductionof the side 
was not often met with, but I., 47, was by many wrongly quoted in the 
argument. 

A serious waiitof attention was often shown in reading the questions ; 
many misconceived one or other of them, and one or two boys in this 
way alone missed the honour of full marks in the subject. 

Many, indeed most, of the candidates did their woi’k neatly, concisely, 
and intelligently. 


PEErARATORY GrADE. — G iRLS. 

Report of Patrick Kelly. 

A number of the candidates appear to have taken up the .subject in 
a half-hearted way, but the answ'ering of a large peicputage of the 
wdiote was eminently satisfactory. Of those who passed, nearly two- 
thirds obtained honours, and nearly one-tliird attempted the deducibles 
with more or less success. Three cleared the paper, and obtained full 
marks. It was a pleasure to recognise the clear understanding of first 
principles exhibited by very many of the candidates. The answering 
maintained a very high, all-round level, and there was no prevalent 
weakness calling for particular notice. 

Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



algebra . 

Education Board for Irdand.—Appoulix. 57 
algebra. 


Middle Grade. — Boys oe the PuE,scRmED Aqe, 

Report of John R. Leebody, si. a., d.sc. 

Tlie ans^weriug ull round was of fair average merit, and in the case 
of some of the be.st candidates it was very good, indeed. Sixty-three 
those ex^amiiied secured a Pass, and rather more than one- 
half of these reached the Honour standard. Two defects noticeable in 
the answering of the great majority of the candidates call for comment 
iirst, inability to prove simple algebraic theorems. With few exceu’ 
tions, the candidates seemed to consider that they had idven a satis 
factory proof of a general theorem, when they had shown that it was 
true a partmular case.^ ^ Second, want of faciUty in algebraic 
factorisation. Pages of -writing were occupied with lengthy multipli- 
cations and divisions, when the result sought might have been reached 
m a lew lines by a j>roper use of factors. 


Middlr Grade. — Bovs. — Ov’-er-age. 

Report of John R. LEEBony, yi.a., d.sc. 

The answering was very inferior, only 25 per cent, of those 
examined reaching the standard for Pas.s. 


Middle Grade. — Girls. 

Report of E. Hughes Dowling, b.a. 

Although the percentage of passes in this subject is fairly hi<di, the 
knowledge of the principles of Algebra, and of good method.s of vTOr’kin» 
the questions, displayed by many of the candidates, leaves much to bo 
desired. 

There are on the paper three questions on the theory of the subject, 
and not more than 10 per cent, of the candidates obtained a single 
mark for their attempt at answering them. The first of them is : 
“ Prove that, if each of two algebraic expressions is divisible by a 
third, the difference between any multiple of the first and any other 
multiple of the second is divisible by the third.” 

Only four candidates answered this correctly ; the others who 
attempted it took particular examples of the simplest nature to prove 
it ; while the vast majority made no attempt at it. This I consider 
the reverse of satisfactory. Not one of the candidates solved, or tried 
to solve, the queition on the finding of the highest common factor by 
what is commonly known as the “ head-and-tail method.” Yet this 
method is well known, is given in Graham’s and other algebras, is 
sometimes indisjiensable, and in exercises like tho one given in this 
paper much shorter and more suggestive than the long method employed 
hy all the candidates. 

Question No. 2 is the following: — 

^ Now, few of the caadidates broke this up into two sets of fractions, 
viz. — those involving x and those not involving it, with the result that 
many candidates failed to cancel the right terms, wrote wrong signs, and 
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made otlier mistakes wliich would have been easily avoided had the 
method here suggested been followed. Not many of the candidates 
showed finy familiarity with the principle.s of symmetry and cyclic 
interchanges, and few -were acquainted with the factors of the .sym- 
metrical expi-ession a^{b ■ — c) + i*(c — a) + c^{a — b). As long as this 
continues progress in algebraic work must needs be slow and unin- 
spiriting, and the labour of teaching unnecessarily laborious. A Middle 
Grade candidate should no more be ignorant of the factors of such 
expressions us a*'(6 , — c) + ikc. -t &c., than he, or she, should not know 
the Multiplication Table. 

The same remarks apply to the method of working the equation, in- 
volving a knowledge of cyclic interchange ; but in this case the result 
was disastrous, as not a single candidate obtained full marks for it. 
The great majority of the pupils who tried it made no attempt at 
collecting the terms involving the same powers of x, with the obvious 
result that neither themselves or the examiner could tell where they 
were in the que.stion. In questions such .as this it is often advisable 
to work out the numerator of one of the fractions to its simplest form, 
and then to write the others under, and not after, it. In this way like 
terms are easily collected, are under the control of the pupil, and 
are easily simplified. A few of the candidates sent up neat and 
orderly work, which displayed a good knowledge of Algebra ami good 
teaching. 


Junior Grade, — Boys. 

Report of Swift P. Johnston, m.a. ; Stephen B. Kelleheb, m.a. ; 
and .'WiLLiAii E, .Thrift, m.a. 

Though the paper in Algebra that was set to the Junior Grade was 
not more difficult than usual, the geneval impression produced on the 
minds of the examiners by the re,sult. was decidedly one of disappoint- 
ment. The suggestion that forced itself on them was that vei-y 
much better results might have been obtained by a little additional 
attention on the part of the teachers to tlie importance of accuracy iu 
working, and to the necessity of securing a sound understanding of the 
most elementary prmciples. 

'With regard to details, the most instructive ca.se was the answering 
of Question 4, a simple equation of the form, the difference of two 
fractions equal to the dlfferonce of two fractions. Three methods of 
solution were adopted. Of those who employed the long process of 
multiplying out in full only about one-third were, after great labour, 
successful. On the other hand, those W'ho combined the fractions in 
jiairs were in most cases correct. In addition to these ways, a con- 
siderable number of the candidates had been shown a method of first 
simplifying each fraction by dividing the denominator into the 
numerator. In this case the answering was an object-lesson in the 
danger of teaching such “ dodges ” when the jiupils are not well trained 
in principles. There rvas an astonishing percentage of failures, though 
the right ansrver was arrived at through compensating blundei'S. 

There was a marked iinprovemeut in the answering of the definition 
in Question 3 — “Define the highest common factor.” 
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Junior Grade, — Girls. 

Report of Hexry C. jMcWeeney, ii a 

reduction of fractions, terms being struck out above and beiorv which were 

not factors all along. Thus the fraction o) + «5 (o - h) 

(Ac (b -c)(c- a) {a - b) 

was frequently reduced to ,,,,eti.ucs the process was 

carried still further and the value given as b + c + a It aciieared 

If the candidates had not been .sufficiently practised in pToblls 

7't\T"“'Lr 

wL°rre!ults o'’ '"f long and tedious multiplications, 
;atfficto:ay^ of “P-W-n, be Easily and 


Pbepaeatoby Gh.yde.— Boys. 

Report of E. Hughes Dowuno, b.a., and Henky C. McWeehev, m.a. 
The answering in this subject, while on the whole satisfactory left a 

fhmdd hi respects. More attention 

should have been paid, in questions on the elementary rules, to the 
arrangement of the terms in proper order. Many of the candidate! 
absolutely disregarded the general principles which are so essential for 
neatness and precismn, that like terms should be placed under like 
that in division the work should proceed according to powers 
s me one letter The result was that numerous mistakes were made 
which were due simply to the bad form adopted, and even when mis! 

. kea nofc occur the work was slovenly and difficult to follow. Only 
four candidates obtained credit for the proof of the principle that 
toi me “ unchanged when its numerator and dLoinina- 

ffilt tw7kf I apparently arose from the 

tact that the candidates were not acquainted with this style of question 
d consequently did not know how to set about doing it. It seems a 
misfciko 111 the teaching of Algebra to neglect the proof of the validity 
ot the fundamental oper.ations, and to be .satisfied if the pupil can carry 
out accurately rules which he takes on trust and is not aWo to iustif^ 
the snnphficatiou ot the sum of three symmetric^ 
lactinns was frequently badly attempted, many of the candidates adopt- 
“6thod, which is so irasuggestiye and gives such 
little help towards correcting mistakes that we wonder that any teacher 

wo r" f it “®thod of presenting the 

work of the questions, there is still much room for improvement. The 
ugp work should be kept apart and the essential steps shown clearly 
by themselves. The answering of some of the candidates was very 
cieaitable, and showed careful preparation. ‘ 
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Pkepaeatory Grade. — Girls. 

Report of John B. Lefbodv, m.a., d.sc. 

The result of the examination was, on the whole, satisfactory. Sixty 
per cent, of these exaraiueil secured a Pass, anti one-third of these reached 
the Honour staiulard. From a gmieral con.sideration of the answering I 
infer that there has been, within recent years, a decided improvement 
in the teaching of Algebra in our gdris’ schools. 


ARITHMETIC. 

Middle Grade. — Boys op the Prescribed Age. 

Report of S. FitzPatriok. 

I am pleased to be able to report very favourably of the Arithmetical 
Papers returned by the hoys of the Mitldle Grade. 

Fur some years it has been almost impossible to secure Honours in this 
subject unless as a result of thorough teaching ; the paper set this year 
was fully up to tlie avei'age in difficulty, yet several boys scored the full 
500 marks and many approached that number. Their answering was 
clear and .sound, and must have been rapid to en.able them to get through 
fourteen sums in three bonus. 

Pas.s uiark.s were obtained by 50 per cent, of the candidates ; Honor 
mark.s by 33 per cent., and 17 per cent, failed. 

The faUure.s would have been still less if pupils were advised to show 
the examiners the attempts which they make. They work correctly 
some part of a ijuestiou, putting it in some obscure corner, instead of 
having it as prominent as a sum which is fully worked out. Every 
examiner is jireparetl to give credit for evidence of knowledge of the 
subject even tliougli the answer has not been I’eached. 

Many marks were lost through following what has become a too 
frequeut praotice in solving problems of Arithmetic. The pupils start 
as in Algelira, but instead of saying, let x = the number, or the rate 
per cent., fcc., they say suppose 30 is the required number, or 4 the rate 
per cent. Now some questions can be worked in this way, but there 
are very many impossible by such plan ; it is therefore necessary for 
boys to be warned agaimst the too ready use of a vicious and a weak 
method. 


Middle Grade. — Boys— Over-age. 

Report of W. A. Houston, m.a. 

The work dona by these candidates was certainly not of a very high- 
class order, and none of them did brilliantly. The over-age candidates, 
indeed, seem as a rule to be inferior to the ordinary candidates. As I 
understand that the work sent in by the boys under age has been very 
satisfactory indeed, the poorness of the work sent in by these candidates 
cannot be attributed to any po.ssible stiffness of the paper. 
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Question 9, one of a very easy desoriptioii, was attempted by many 
of the candidates, but correctly solved bj' only a very limited number. 
Many of the answers given to this and ofclier questions were obviously 
wrong. Most of the candidates never seem, however, to tliink for one 
moment that arithmetical problems ouglit to be looked on Horn a 
coimuonsense standpoint, and I do not think that this point of view* is 
sufficiently forced upon them when learning the subject. A considerable 
number, tor example, gavm several thousaud.s of pounds as the anssver to 
Question 2. Answers of this type, and they were by no means rare, 
are apt to leave an unfavourable impression on the mind of an 
examiner. 

On the whole then, while a few of the candidates did fairly well, the 
work of the majority was below the average. 


Middle Grade. — Girls op the Prescribed Age. 

Report of W. A. Houston, m.a. 

The work done on this pa])er was very far from satisfactory. Very 
few of the candidates showed any real grasp of the subject, while a 
great many exhibited almost entire ignorance of it. In the marking 
leniency was^ carried to the utmost extreme, hut in spite of that the 
number of failures was very large. 

The subject of Stocks, Shares, and Interest seems to be altogether 
out of the range of the majority of the candidates. The harder 
questions in this region were touched by only one or two girls. 

Even the easier questions might have been miicli better clone. 
Question 5, a peifectly straightforward question on proportion, was 
solved by remarkably few. 

Of the harder questions, 12* seemed to be the favourite, and it wa.s 
nicely solved by a fair number of the candidate.s. 

The answers to Question 3f showed, for the most part, how very small 
was the arithmetical power of the candidates. 

Only one candidate got over 400 marks, so that on the whole, with 
one or two exceptions, the work was not up to the standard expected, 
and it compared unfav'ourably with that sent in last year. 

Middle Grade. — Girls — Over-age. 

Report of W. A. Houston, m.a. 

The work done by these candidates was little, if any, better than that 
of the other girls. 

The teaching of this subject in the girls’ schools would .Stem to he of 
a very unsatisfactory nature. 

There were plenty of easy questions on the paper, and it ought to 
have been a matter of no great difficulty to obtain Pass marks, but the 
proportion of failures was exceptionally high. 


* 12. Simplify •714285 x X - 

105 '0625 -22 -5 

I 8. By means of a false pair of scales, a trader, in buying goods, pays 10 per cent, leas 
than, the price agreed on, and in selling those goods afterwards lie gives the purchaser 
10 per cent, leas than the quantity paid for. Supposing he sells at the same nominal 
price as that at which he bought, whafc percentage does he gain on the two transactions? 
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As compared with last year-, when I examined all the Middle G-rade 
girls in Arithmetic, the papers this year left a much more unsatis- 
factory impression on my mind. The same remai-ks apply here as in the 
report on the girls of the prescribed age. 


Junior Grade. — Boys. 

Report of Rev. James Dowd, b.a., and Geougb R. O’Connor. 

Answering, on the whole, was very s-atisfactory. High Honour 
marks were scored in very many- cases, but the mimber who obtained 
maximum marks was not as large as it was last year. Neatness and 
accuracy of work were apparent. The methods employed in working 
out solutions were not always the best. Tedious processes occupied a 
good deal of time that might have been spared for other questions. 
The cube root question -wa.s very generally solved correctly, and the 
advanced questions, requiring the exercise of intelligent thinking, were 
often very creditably treated. 


Junior Gh-ade. — Girls of the Prescribed Age. 

Report of S. PitzPatriok. 

A steady and satisfactory progress is vei-y evident in the papers of 
this year submitted by girls of the Junior Grade. Fully 25 per cent, 
answered in a manner that would do credit to any boys of the same 
age. They showed, in addition to a mere knowledge of rules, a very 
complete mastery of the little inti-icacies that so often bewilder the ill- 
prepared student in problem working. Another very pleasing matter 
in connection with those papers is the character of the penmanship. 
Most of them show a training in bold, attractive figures and form of 
calculation. The schools that prepai-ed such pupils deserve more than 
an ordinary fee. Hand and eye and mind are trained judiciously, and 
there is no line of life that will not find a large assistance from the 
acquisition. 

There were only 20 per cent, of failures, due to the fact that the 
paper contained many questions of the plain, everyday book form, and 
through those a large percentage of passes was secured. Very few of 
tills class will turn up again in a higher grade of arithmetical examina- 
tion. The subject has not been made interesting, and they must feel 
weary of the drudgery which the learning is forced into. Yet, even 
tiiose ill-prepared students have learned some skill as useful practical 
calculators, and the Arithmetic of home will not worry them. 


Junior Grade — Girls — Over-age. 

Report of Rev. James Dowd, b.a. 

The general standard of the answering of the Junior Grade girlsi 
over-age, was satisfactory, and it appears to me that the girls have 
made very considerable advance in Arithmetic from what was my recol- 
lection of lialf-a-dozen years ago. A very respectable percentage of 
studeuts produced good answering, and the general working was marked 
by intelligence. It was surprising how very few, however, solved 
Question No. 2, or even attempted it ; though it might be considered 
one of the easiest on tlie paper. 
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Rhepabatory Grade. — Roys, 

Report of W. A. Hoi.stox, m.a. 

The work done by the candidates on this paper was on tlie whole 
very satisfactory ; a large percentage obtained high marks, and a few 
got full marks while comparatively few showed absolute lack of know- 
lecige of the subject. 

The main fault, which appeared in the papers of the maiovitv was 
that their work seemed to be done too much by rule, and did not 
alway.s show a proper appreciation of the principles involved. Most of 
them, too, seem never to think of applying their common sense to the 
answers obtained, or it is Imrdly likely that they would give somethin- 
like £5,000 as the cost of carpeting a small room. ° 

As to Question 3, the most of those wljo did it actnally went to the 
trouble of doing exactly the same piece of multiplicatio.! four separate 
times, once for each of the years involved. Here, too, came some of 
the absolutely silly answers. One boy gave sometliing like three 
seconds in each of the five years involved. 

Question 9 was attempted by very few, and only one candidate gave 
a really sharp and clever answer. 

The weakest point was the treatment of decimals, and there were far 
too many mistakes in such easy questions as 8 and 13. A little more 
attention should certainly be given to this part of the course. 

Question 12 was done in quite a novel manner by a good many 
candidates, who simply added the various fractious and 588 together 
and gave the result as their answer. “ ’ 

In spite, however, of these and other faults, the papers exhibited a 
fair knowledge of the subject 


Peeparatory Grade. — Girds. 

Report of George R. O’Connor, 

1 have examined the answers of the 373 girls who were examined in 
this Grade, and, all things considered, I have to report very favourably, 
indeed, on the results. It is to be regretted that so large a proportion 
of the candidates (viz., about one-fourtli), failed to reach the “ pas.sing ” 
standard. However, amongst students of so comparatively tender an 
age, this is not, perhaps, a matter of much .surprise. Of the remaining 
three-fourths who “passed,” a very considerable proportion obtained 
high “ Honour ” marks, and this leads me to speak of the quality of the 
imswering. Generally .speaking, the methods of solution adopted by 
the candidates were of the most approved and modern form j but it 
must be noticed that the students do not appear to have been sufficiently 
trained to a familiarity with the common forms of circulating decimals; 
for instance, those produced by the fractional denominators “ seven ” 
and ‘‘ thirteen,” and, as a consequence, page after page of an answer 
book is devoted to the solution of a question which could otherwise have 
been disposed of very simply, and very briefly. Again, the terms 
“common measure,” and “greatest common measure," do not appear to 
be distinctly understood, and candidates go through the “ form ” of 
finding the “G. C. M.” without appearing to know exactly what the 
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meaning of it all is. Having said so urach, I am very jileaseil to have 
to add that questions requiring the exercise of intelligent thinking 
were, generally speaking, treated with intelligence on the part of the 
candidates. In conclusion, I have only to .say that I was strongly 
impressed by the neatness of style, cleanliness of work, and accuracy of 
calculation exhibited by the candidates generally. 


BOOK-KEEPING. 

Middle GR.tDB. — Bovs and Girls. 

Report of Peederick A. "Whitton. 

Out of 221 boys exammed, slightly under one-tenth failed ; the pro- 
portion of Honour marks obtained was high — over 62 per cent. 

The girls’ papers numbered 40 ; here exactly one tenth failed, and 65 
per cent, obtained Honours. 

The candidates exhibited, very generally, knowledge of the proper 
methods of journalising, and of posting and balancing the ledger ; but 
in the question dealing with the cash-book, intended to test their 
practical acquaintance Avith other branche.s of the subject, the result was 
not so satisfactory. More than half the number of those who attempted 
the question failed to obtain any marks, .und only a small proportion 
answered it entirely correctly. 

The execution of the work, if not of the very highest class, was 
decidetUy good on the whole ; very few students were conspicuous for 
bad or illegible writing of l!gure.s. 


Jdnioe Grade. — Boys and Girls. 

Report of Peedehicic A. Wiiitton. 

Amongst the hoys, the failures on this occasion arc slightly over the 
average in number, while as regards the girls, a larger percentage passed 
than in the case of the hoys. 

In both cases, a much smaller }iroportion than usual succeeded in 
obtaining Honour marks. I attribute this mainly to want of proper 
attention on the part, of the candidates to those portions of the questions 
requiring exercise of thought. Students appear to overlook the fact 
that such queries are intended to test their practical acquaintance with 
the subject, and they" seem to think that they" can be “ rushed’ in the 
same way as exercises of the simplest character. 

The best papers evinced excellent and workmanlike knowledge, and 
the execution of the work was, on the Avliole, very good, in some 
instances a very high staudai'd being attained. Bad writing and 
illegible figures to some extent prevailed among the failures ; and, also, 
the curious practice of ])reseiiting the ledger entries without dates was 
noticeable in a number of cases. 
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NATURAL PHILOSOPHY. 

JuxiOE, Middle, asd Sexior Grades. — B ovs and Girls. 


Report of .T. J. Doherty, ll.d. 

In all the grades a nnmber of candidates presented themselves who 
were ■'vholly unprepared in the siihjccts of the programmes. Leavinf^ 
these out of account, I was much jdeased with the work .sent up bv the 
students, some ot whioli reached a high degree of excellence. 

In each of the examination papei's cpiestions were given with the 
special object of testing the students’ acquaintance with the ordinary 
experimental work. The an.swers given to . these were, on the whole, 
the least satisfactory. The experiments that the candidates were 
assumed to he familiar with were all of a simple mature, and such as 
would be performed in any intelligent study of the subjects. I n the 
Junior and Middle Grades most of the students were evidently not 
familiar witli the experimental arrangoment-s for determining the rela- 
tions between space, time, velocity, and acceleration. In the ifenior 
Grade, in dealing with Que.stion 4, few of the candidates realised that 
the iron bar would become a magnet under the earth’s influence. The 
questions based upon w'ell-known experiments — .such as the effects 
produced by a current of electricity in passing through a metallic chain, 
the influence exerted on a gold leaf electroscope by a rubbed rod of glass, 

the apjjearances presented by the spectra of various lights, &o were, 

as a rule, only imperfectly answered. 

I am happy, however, to be able to say that many of the. candidates 
showed a very intimate acquaintance with experimental work. 'Their 
knowledge was evidently derived from what they had .seen done, or what 
they had done for themselves. 


CHEMISTRY. 

Jdxiob, Middle, and Senior Grades. — Bovs and Girls. 

Report of Emil A. Werner, p.i.c., p.o.s. 

The answering was, on the whole, satisfactory, though there was no 
evident improvement on the previous year. 

Wilde questions bearing on chemical theory were, as a rule, intel- 
ligently answered I33' most candidates, this was not the case with 
questions requiring the students to give their own observations of 
experiments they had seen. 

It is evident that ra, any of the students have little or no opportunity 
of seeing aii_v experiments performed, which is the chief weakness 
noticed in the teaching, which otherwise gives plenty of evidence of being 
carefully and conscientiously done. 

These remark,? apply to the teaching in all three grades. 

Many of the candidates failed in their chemical calculations through 
a want of knowledge of the elements of the metric system. 

In the Junior and Middle Grades the answering of the girls was quite 
equal to that of the hoys. 
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BOTANY. 

Junior, Middle, and Senior Grades. — Girls only 
Report of R. J. Anderson, m.a., ji.d. 

The average answering in the Junior Grade varies from 17-2, out of 30 
total, for Question 9 on an Order, to I'l in Question 0, in which a desci-ip. 
tion of a common plant is sought. All the remaining averages are above 
the Pass minimum. Three exceed, or are nearly equal to, the Honour 
minimum, whilst the answers to 3 and 4 have almost attained an Honour 
minimum (several students have attained to a good state of proficiency 
and 30, 27, 25, and 20 are frequently recorded). The highest averaoe 
17'2, is on an Order. The averages for No. 1, No. 2, and No. 8 are a 
good deal above Pass — 12'8, 12 '03, and 16'08. These are questions 
on Morphology. 

The average answering for the questions in the Middle Grade varies 
from 22'2 out of 38 for No. 8 — a question on a plant— to 3'2 in a ques- 
tion on Morphology (No. 7, marks 22). No. 4, on Structural Botany, 
has secured an average of 18’3 out of 38. Nos. 2 and 5 are nearly on 
the Honour line. These questioms are on Morphology. No 3, Structural, 
gained 12-2 out of 38. No. 9, Descriptive, secured an average of 17 out 
of 38. No. 10, on Micro.scopy, yielded 4'6 out of 38. 

The average in the Senior Grade varies from 33 out of 36, for a Struc- 
tural question, to 3'5 out of 24 for a Structural, and 4 out of 24 for an 
Order. The question on Physiology secured 20 out of 36. Three ques- 
tions on Ordera gained JA, and respectively. One Structural 
question gives 20 out of 36, and another 10 out of 24. 


DRAWING. 


Object Drawing. 

Senior Grade. — Boys and Girls. 

Report of George M. Atkinson. 

These exercises show a decided advance since I last examined in this 
subject, and I am pleased to find I was able to aw'ard full marks to 
several of the candidates, their Perspective, rendering of Light and Shade, 
and execution being good. 

A few neglected to draw in and finish the board, and when using the 
stump for shading used it in a slovotily manner. 

The girls, collectively, have done rather better than the boys, showing 
more attention to the subject. 


Perspective and Projection of Shadows, &c. 

Senior Grade. — Boys and Girls. 

Report of P. J. Prbndergast, a.m.i.c.b. 

I am pleased to report the answering in these subjects on the whole 
very satisfactory, and showed the candidates were well prepared. The 
answering of the girls was somewhat more favourable than that of the 
boys. 

A large proportion did not attempt the questions in Shadows. 
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Freehan-d. 


Middle Ghade. — Boys. 

Report of A. W. Fexton Langmax. 

Altliouivh there is a large number of good average drawings, still very 
few are worthy of high marks. ^ ■' 

The relative proportions of the two principal widths in the copy have 
not been correctly estimated in many drawin<vs. 

The principles of growth and grouping of details have been neglected, 
iJiB filial Ime m many drawings is hard and lacking in flow. 


Middle Gilvde. — Girls. 

Report of George M. Atkikson. 

There are not many perfect exercises ; several are very fair, and show 
the lesult of their preparatory trumiug. The greatest fault, perhaps, is 
m not seemg the continuity of the curved lines of the example Pro- 
portion IS more important than line. Girls are not, a.s a ^Ic as 


Practical Geometry. 

Middle Grade. — Roys. 

Report of Thomas Scdlly, b.a., b.e. 

In the iniji ority of cases it has been pure waste of time on the part of 
the students when preparing for examination in this sectiL. as 
unusual ignorance of the subject prevailed to an extraordinary extent. 

I am inclined to attribute this slate of things to defective teaohin® ■ 

alone, but requires skilful demonstration with the aid of models. 

Riirely have the students shown any sound conception of the 

W^nbUt n they 

been able to fully handle the simple questions set. 

comjfete examination, as a whole, in this paper, has been a 


Middle Grade.— Girls, 

Report of Thomas Scdlly, b.a., b.e. 

The answering of the girls in this section shows no improvement on 
tnat of the boys in same section, but rather the contrary ; and my 
remarks on the boys answering will apply equally to that of the girM 
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Treehand. 

Junior Grade. — Boys. 

Report of A. W. Renton Langman. 

The careful drawing of the main curve seems to have been neglected 
in a number of oases ; in others there is a lack of growth. The final 
forms are drawn with a thin, stiff, scratchy line, spoiling the proper flow 
necessary to good freehand. There is, however, a large number of very 
creditable drawings. 


Junior Grade. — Girls. 

Report of Thomas Scully, b.a., b.e. 

The example set was by no m earns easy, and was very well handled 
as a whole ; and considering the age of the students in this class, some 
of the studies executed were very creditable. 


Practical Geometry. 

Junior Gn.AnE. — B oys. 

Report of P. J. Puendeiioast, a.m.i.c.b. 

The answering of the Junior Grade boys all round I consider most 
satisfactory, and shows a very decided improvement on former years. 
Some candidates failed to obtain marks as they did not cleai-ly show 
the working of the questions, and a good many made no attempt to 
answer those in Solid Geometry. 


Junior Grade. — Girls. 

Report of Thomas Scully, b.a., b.e. 

This .subject, I am afraid, seems to be uncongenial to tlio students, and 
the average standard of efficiency is poor. In such a large number, 
however, there were of course some good p.n.pers, tliough the questions on 
Solid Geometry seem to he entirely beyond their capabilities. 

In very few instances in the. latter section were tlio questions sati.s- 
faetorily done, and in the, greater nnmber of cases they were rot 
attempted. 

It would 1)6 only fair to the students if the teachers impressed on 
them that written descriptions of the constructive process are quite 
unnecessaiy, as not a few oases have occurred wherein much time must 
have been lost from this cause. 
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Feeehasd. 

Pkepahatoey Grade. — Boys and Girls. 

JSeport of George M. Atkinson. 

There is Dot much change to report on here. The exercises are fully 
up to the average, the principal fault being, as usual, a ivaiit of ntteii- 
tiun to the different proportions of the example — which was of a rather 
different character and which will I hope be of advantage to the candi- 
dates in the Model and Perspective of future grades examiuatioiis. 

The greater portion showed evidence of correct teaching, both hand 
and eye, and the failures in most cases are due to carelessness rather 
than the want of perception, as a balance of parts was evident, 

even when the exercise was out of proportion. ^ 

The same remarks apply to the girls j bat the boys average is higher 
than the girls in the Preparatory Grade exercises. 


MUSIC. 

Junior, Middle, and Senior Gr.ades. — Girls only. 

Report of Annie M'". Patterson, Mus.d., b.a. 

General Remarks 

The answering in all three Grades was satisfactory, taldng the ages of 
candidates into consideration ; and tliere were compaiati\ey ew papers 
that betrayed hasty or indifferent preparatory study. I thoroug y 
agree with ray predecessor, Mr. Joseph Seymour, Mus. Bac., mhis ieport 
of last year, wherein he states that “ there is much to e 
direction of legible music writing.” Teachers of Iheoiy anc aimony 
of Music should pay more attention to tliia pomt, 
from an examination of over 1,000 candidates' Musical MbS., they 
have done hitherto. The “ Grammar ’’ of the Musical Language-that 
■which teaches the student to read and write music correctly is a 
most important department of the young musicians course of study. 
It is like " putting the cart before tbe horse ” to instruct pupils in 0 
arts of Harmony and Counterpoint before those thus mstinoted have a 
fair facility in writing musical signs and symbols. aS we 
an illiterate person, unable to write and spell, be expected ^ , 

factory essay or poem. All young people, commenciag e 
study of the scimee of music, should go through a prelimmary course 
of “ music copying,” which should include the formation of clefs, notes 
and rests,- the correct placing of note stems and tails an a 
other detaOs of musical penmanship which go to make a legible and in- 
telligible manuscript score. 

Junior Grads. 

Question 1, the harmonization of a piece of given 
intended not only as a test ol theoretical and harmonic knowledge 
(as required by the Junior Grade course), but also ^ 

-the " musical aptitude ” of the candidate. The results of the answeung 
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of this que.stion were, for the most part, disappointing. Very few 
exercises showed a clear understanding, or “ grasp,” of vocal writing in 
four parts ; still fewer were absolutely correct harmonically ; and no’iw 
■\vere perfectly free from “ Notation ” errors of some description. These 
are points to which I would earnestly draw the attention of teachers 
of music in Intermediate Schools. 

Question 5, requiring a definition of “ Syncopation,” and the marking 
of its occurrence in a given excerpt, was productive of cuiious results. 
Almost every paper — -even some of the worst specimens— gave a parrot- 
like quotation from Cumming.s’ “ Rudiments of Music,” descriptive 
of the term, but not more than half a dozen candidates appeared to have 
sufficiently digested the meaning o :cne “disturbance of rhythm” 
to be able to comment upon its effect, and upon one paper alone (out of 
700 odd) wore the syncopated effects intelligently and accurately marked. 

The tlieovetical questions proper were, for the most part, correctly 
answered, and there wa.s very little indication tliMUghout the papers, 
of “guess" work. Had it not been for the prevailing blemish of faulty. 
Notation referred to above, a much higher standard of mai’ks would 
have been obtained. The musical knowledge generally displayed, 
considering the youth of the candidates, was, however, full of promise. 


Middle Ghadb. 

Tlie answering on the Middle Grade paper was most satisfactory 
V ery few candidates having failed to merit a pass, and many displaying 
in tlieir work, musical intelligence and ability of a gratifying kind. 
The transposi tion exercise was almost invariably ivorked out correctly, 
and .some of the replies to the historical questions showed compre- 
hensive and careful reading, displaying, at times, occasional glimpses of 
originality in the exhibition of a budding faculty of independent 
criticism. It was, however, amusing to find that Wagner obtained most 
votes as one of “ the great composers of pianoforte music who flourished in 
the first part of the nineteenth century.” Nor was it unusual to hear, as one 
young historian expressed it, that W.agner’s Overture to Xannhauser is 
“ one of the most beautiful pieces that have ever been written for the 
piano.” As a remarkable proof of how strongly certain incidents appeal to 
youthful readers, it may be mentioned that few of the papers failed, 
in commenting upon the life of J. S. Bach, to record his “ moonlight 
copying " of precious musical manuscripts when a child, and several and 
varied were the comments of candidates upon the action of the 
young musician’s “ ci’uel elder brother ” in consequence. 


Senior Grade. 

Tlie papers in this grade, although somewhat unsatisfactory in the 
matter of Notation, were commendable for the general acquaintance 
wdth the prescribed course that was displayed ; and the contrapuntal 
exercise was, in many cases, so well worked out, as to be deserving ol 
the maximum of marks attached to it. 

Taken all round, the musical aptitude exhibited (or which might 
reasonably be inferred from the answering in all three grades) was 
of a most commendable nature, and such as to encourage the Inter- 
mediate Board to give a worthy -place to Music in thsir curriculum. 
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Junior, Middle, and Senior Gradis,— Bovs and Girls. 


Report of Geo. 'Wh. Bunudrt and M. T. O’Malley. 

We have the honour to submit our report ou the nusweriug of the 
eandichites iu tiie subject of Shorthand as follows : 

JiiMio)-.— Generally speaking, the answering in this Grade .showed a 
better knowledge of the subject on the part of the students than was 
evidenced last year ; but there were certiiin errors of very frequent 
occurrence to which we wish to draw the particular attention of 
teachers. They may be enumerated as follows : 

Violation of the halving principle, notably the shading of thin' 
.straight strokes in worfs of one syllable to add D. 

Using the circle S for Ns, and vice versa. 

Using V hook for N hook, and vice versa. 

The hook H used initially for stroke R. 


A umnber of candidates worked the A paper (longhand into short- 
hand) in a very creditable manner indeed ; but there were others whose 
answering was far from satisfactory, and showed, in several instances, 
complete ignorance of the fundamental principles of the system. ^ 

The B paper (shorthand into longhand) in this Grade was, in the 
majority of cases, very well done, but a sheer vrant of common sense 
was clisplayecl by not a few of the candidates. For instance, mRny of 
them translated “the skylark’s song” as “the skylarks sun ; grille 
white clouds over our heads ” as “ the white crowds over our heads, &c 
Such mistakes as these could to a great extent he guarded against if 
teachei-s would, during the course of their piipi s shorthand readuig 
practice, take the trouble of pointing out to them the necessity of undei- 
standing what they read. Shortliancl students should be tauglit to 
exercise their intelligence, and pay proper attention to the meaning ot 

words and the sequence of ideas. . i n , i i 

Middle.— The answering in this Grade was quite up to the standaid 
of last year, many of the candidates having shown a thorough masteiy 
of the phonographic principles. In examining the shorthand translations 
of the A paper, however, we noticed that in some mstaces many of the 
useful and time-saving devices so fully explained m the text books 
■seemed not to have been mastered. Chief among these devices may be 
mentioned the “double length,” and “halving principles. A Iot 3 
number of the candidates also seemed to have thought that the ® 

cultivation of phrasing would enable them to obtain high marks in the 
examination, and some extraordinai^ examples of _ unnecessaiy and 
erroneous joiiimgs came under our notice. _ Phrasing, to e o y 
utility in shorthand writing, must be judicious, and students in the 
elementary stages of their progress should be w.arned no o in g 
freely in it. In this Grade, too, some of the pupils appeared to be 
confused -witK regard to the application of the rules re a ‘ 

hooks and the vocalization of the “pr ” and ‘pf senes o ® ‘ 

The B paper was, in the majority of instances, 
amount of intelligence, there being a noticeable decrease, o Pvade 
entire disappearance, of that tendency, so aiiparen in le “ 
of producing the longhand transcript wiriiout any regard P” 

the sense or meanin| of the context. Several students translated all 
the paper, and their ^vorh was deserving or great crec i 
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Senior . — The answeiing of the Seniovs was cleoiclecU}' raove aatisfactoTy 
than last year, and the candidates, with a few exceptions, seemed to 
have been better prepared for the examination. 

The B paper in some cases was not nearly .so well done as the A 
paper. One candidate who would have earned, high marks for the A 
paper did none of the B paper. Tliis was no doubt an exceptional case ; 
but as we pointed out bolbic, the difficulty which caiididate.s experience 
m producing an intclUgeiit transcript of tlie B jiapers would appear to 
be attributable to a want of shortliand reading practice, aivl we would 
again draw the attention of teachers to tlie neces.dty of insisting upon 
their jiupils reading lithograplied sliortliand, whicli i.s a mo.st important 
matter in the study of Phonography. 

On the Avliole, we have much pleasure in bearing testimony to the 
fact tluit the answering this year has shown a marked improvement in 
all grades, and it is quite apparent that Intermediate students are taking, 
a deeper intei-est in the study of ShorUiauih 


■» 
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Liar of Schools to tbe JHanagers of whioli Resuita Pees were Paid in 1900, and Amounts of such Fees— coJiiinwwf. o 

BOYa 


MONSTER. 


Ooiutr. 

Town. 


Amoontpaid 

(Original 

Endowment). 

TazatioD 

Aoconni). 

Amonnt paid. 





r e d 

£ >. d. 

OLittS, 

Eonfs, 



1»2 2 0 



Do., • • > 

St, Flumoa'i College, . . ■ • 

» 14 0 

188 9 6 

198 9 8 


Sonjetytaon, . 

Cbristjso Schools, 

11 10 0 

78 9 6 

84 0 0 


Kimoane, 

Claasicol School 

- 




EJlmlLil, 1 

Private School, . . . • 

S 6 6 

18 9 0 



Hllmali. . ■ 

OhristUks Schools, > . . ■ 

17 0 fl 

99 18 8 




OrozEunarSohool, ■ i > 

2 S 0 

12 11 0 

14 19 0 


Rat.. 

Grunmac School, ... . , 

1 >8 0 

8 14 0 

7 12 0 


Cberlevllle, . • 

Christian Scliools, 

21 14 0 

111 IS 6 

133 7 8 


r,..,. 

ao, 

214 10 6 

l.2» 12 6 

1A08 3 0 


T,. 

Christian Brothers' College, • 

74 18 0 

430 11 0 

505 9 0 


T^. 

Gnunwar School 

4? 0 0 

241 17 8 

238 17 8 


Dn 

Presentation College, Mardyke, 

88 10 0 

417 IS 0 

604 8 0 



Qness-street Collegiate School, .... 

M IS 0 

108 16 0 




ChrisUan Schools, ...... 

IS 12 0 

88 9 0 

101 I 0 





48 19 0 





487 ID 8 

A411 14 4 
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Lut of SoHOOU to the hlanagers of vhioh Eesulta Tees were F^. in 1900, and Amoimts of suoli Tees— co^Kinueif. 

BOYS. 


Coimt7. 

Town. 


.Amount pale] 
(Oiiginal 
EodowTuent). 

Taxation 

Account). 


ExltRT— eoiUlnuAf. 

EUl&rDar, • 

Brooebt /Torward, . , 

St BroDdan’s Semlaory, ..... 

£ s. d. 

m 17 D 

eo 1 e 

|4,M7 8 8 
866 1 0 

6,793 6 d 

416 3 0 


Listovel, . 

St Ulchaers C0II060, .... 

SI U 0 

108 2 6 

129 16 6 


TnUn, 

Chiiatian Sobools, . . . ■ . 

18 i S 

140 7 U 

168 11 6 


Do, i . 


SI 16 0 

216 4 0 

247 19 0 

T.iMgairir, , 

Ilmorlck, . 


111 1 8 

860 7 6 

781 9 0 


DO.. ... 

CroeoeBt College (nj-X 

76 18 6 

397 16 6 

474 14 0 



Blgh School, Mallow..Btreei, .... 

‘ < 0 

18 16 0 

18 0 0 


Do, 

Intermediate Sobool, Qeorge-street, . 

4 16 0 

29 19 0 

Si IS 0 


Do, ... 

Mt St Alphoisua, . . . . . . 

11 16 D 

63 7 6 

76 3 8 


Do 

St Mnnohln’e College, , 

84 12 a 

481 9 6 

669 2 D 


Do, ... 

Tinieia' Endowed School, . . 

1 8 0 

31 0 6 

32 8 6 

Tiffebabt, . 

Carrick..oii-SQir, . . 

Cbrlsthu) Schools, . . ; , 

23 16 0 

10; 9 0 

131 4 9 


Cashel, 

do, . , : 

9 18 0 

61 8 0 

71 « 0 


Do, . . . 

Bockweli College, . . i ; . . 

263 0 6 

1,271 16 a 

IA21 17 0 


doniQol. . , 

Christian Schools, St. Mary’s, , , . . 

7 3 8 

46 6 0 

62 8 6 



Carried forward. 


8,933 17 0 

10630 2 8 
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Paid in 1900, nJiil Amounts of sneli Fees — coniimtotf. 


County. 

Tow 


Name of SchooL 

Amount ixiid 
Endowment). 

Amoucd^^^eid 

Taxation 

Acconnt). 





£ I. d. 

£ s. d. 

£ 1. d. 



Brongbt forward, . • 

],tS6 i 6 

8.933 17 0 

10^20 2 6 

TlPSE114BY-aOT<inti«f, - 

Cloniao; 


ChriaUon Behoola, SS-Peterand Paul's, . 


1J4. W 



Da. 


Crommar School, . • 





Emly, 


St. Ailbe'a Seminary. 

« ,r a 


263 16 0 


Nonogb, 





162 1 6 


Tlmrles, 


do., . ■ 


141 19 6 

169 13 6 


Tipperary, 





-f .n A 


Do., 


QrammarSehool. ... 

nil f r 




Dougorvan, 


Christian Schools. . . • • 

e - 




Lismote. 


Christian BroUien' College. ■ • • 

.. A 


S4 4 9 




The Academy, • • 

7 i 




Do, 


The OoUego, . . 4 i « 



7 A A 


Ttomore, 



HI (t - 


430 IT 0 


Waterforfl, 


yimsvmn dohuul., . . . ^ 

I 10 0 

4 10 0 

6 0 0 


Do.. 


r".'’r.'r.-T-7™ ’ . . . 

3 11 0 

30 10 6 

40 1 6 


Do- 


Watcrpark Collage, ? • • 


lO.COS 16 0 

12,466 7 6 
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GIKLS. 
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List of Schools to the Managera of which Kesulta Fees were Paid in 1900, and Ammmta of such Fees-owttniisd. 

GIRLS^ 


Ooimty. 

Town. 


EsdowmeDt). 

Amou^^lil 

TaxutioB 

Accouat). 

Total 

AxBOBBt paid. 




S s. d. 


£ «. i. 



BtoubM forwMd. ,■ .• 

»2 19 0 

2,830 16 6 

3998 16 a 

ruBLIK— eonHnaai, 

EingBtonn, . 


Clarisda School 

6 11 0 

27 16 0 

13 7 0 




ViotoHa School, 



Mid 




The Hall School, 

6 9 0 

28 r 0 



Itatbfarnliun, 


Loreto Abhoy, 

04 8 0 


000 0 6 


SaDdymoQBt, 


Academloal laotllotion 



<1 o 1 


Do„ . 


Oosy School, 


9 12 0 

.S 10 o 


Tercmire. . 


MosotTallootBohool, • • , • ■ 

2 14 0 

16 8 8 

.0 i 0 

ElLDARS. f > 

MUy, . 


Com’ont olhlercy Sohooli , ■ ■ • 

T 4 0 

38 2 6 

40 6 a 


Kowbridse, • 


St 

1 B 0 


W lo 

ElLSBltKT, . 

Zilkenny, . 


Loreto 


.IV » 





CoDvsnt o( Hecoy. ..•••• 

8 9 0 

so 0 V 

11 1 

MSATn, . . 



Loreto CoQvont • • 1 ■ < 

7D 11 0 





Brifidiae CoBvent, 



1 11 



Corriedlortrard, . • ■ 

781 12 1 

3,807 12 6 

41»0 4 1 
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1..T Of School, to tl.o Mooogo» of ,li«L E«ullo Fc» ™ P.U i- 19»0, onS A»oon« of .coh Fo..-oo..i;.W. 


GIELS. 



Town. 

Hpmsof SohooL 

Amount paid 
(OrlffIntU 
Endowment). 

Taxation 





£ 1. A 

£ >. d. 

£ 1. A 



Brooyht forwwA, . • 

TO 18 1 

tSSl 18 0 

4,665 1 1 

WCSTUB^TIl. 

MnUlneaT, . • • 



“ “ 



WBXFOBCi > • 

Enni.coP.hT.. . . 

Loreto Convent 

33 6 e 




OoreT. 

Loreto 



228 2 0 


Wonforf. . 



8 6 0 

8 8 0 




6 16 B 

29 1 6 

3S 18 0 







WICKLOW. 

Arklow, 






Bray 

Loreto Convent, 

" 




Do.. 1 > - ■ 

Belgravs School 



u o n 


Widdow, 

Eosevjlle School . . . . . 






Total . . . 

937 19 7 

4,969 6 8 

6607 6 1 


Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 


llepoH of the Intermediate 





Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 







91W^9VX.lS%Xil 9y} fo JJOcTsjf 





Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 


Education Boar.lfo,- IreU)id.—Aj>pcndix. 





Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 


I’f of the Intermediate 




nf 9ucb 'Fees— continued. 


n. 

Aiaocnt |>aid 
TuxauoQ 
Accoantl. 

Total 

ruki. 

t. 

£ i A 

£ a d. 



30 3 0 


10 11 C 
18 13 0 

L" " 0 


« 10 0 

06 S 0 

0 

18 0 S 

SO 0 6 


302 6 6 

308 IS 6 

0 

94 0 0 

112 13 0 

0 

48 19 6 

58 18 0 

0 

99 IS 0 

36 0 0 

0 

- ’ • 

1,117 C 6 
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Lwt of Schools to the Manj^era of which Results Fees were Paid in 1900, and Amounts of such Fees—conUnnetJ. 

GIRI£. 
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List of Schools to tha Managers of whioh Results Fees were Paid in 1900, and Amounts of such Fees— conrinued. 


GIEI£. 

CONNAUGHT. 
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Appendix V. 

Localities in which Examinations were held. 


Kells, 
Kilkenny, . 
KUlarney, 


1 Kilrusli, . 

2 Kingstown, 

1 Lettorkcniiy, 

2 Limerick,. 

1 Lisburn, . 

1 J.ismoro, . 

1 Listowol, . 

1 Lomlomlerry, 

11 Longford, 

4 Lurgan, . 

1 Mallow, . 

2 Maryborough, 

1 MUlleton, 

5 Mitchclstown, 

3 Monaghan, 

1 Mount Bellow, 

1 IMullingar, 

1 Naas, 

4 Navan, . 

2 Neiuigh, . 

1 Newbridge, 

1 New Boss, 

1 Newry, . 

1 Omagh, . 

10 Parsonstown, 

1 Portarlington, 

1 Queenstown, 

1 Eaphoe, . 

20. ■Ratlmilnev‘», 

3 Skibberecn, 

2 Sligo, 

2 'J’uroriure, 

2 Thurle.s, . 

1 Tipperary, 

2 'rriileo, 

1 Tuam, 

3 Waterford, 

2 Westport, 

1 Wexford, 

1 Youghal, . 
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Localities in -wliieli Examinations were held — coniinv.ed. 


GIKLS. 


Localities. 

No. of 
Centres. 

Locolitii'i. 

Ni>. of 
Centres. 

Armagh, 

1 

Kiltimagh, .... 

1 

Athlone, 

1 

Letterkemij', .... 

1 

A thy, 

1 

Limavady, .... 

1 

Balbriggan 

1 

Umerick, .... 

1 

Ball3nnena, . . . 

1 

Lisbuni, ..... 

1 

Ball3*Tnonc}', .... 

1 

Londonderry, .... 

4 

Bangor 

1 

Longford, .... 

1 

Belfast, ..... 

7 

^facrooni 

1 

Blackroek, ... 

1 

Mouaghan, .... 

3 

Bray, 

1 

Mullingar, .... 

1 

Carrickfergus, .... 

] 

Kavan, 

1 

Carrickmneross, .... 

1 

Newry, 

1 

Chapelizod, .... 

1 

Omagh, .... 

1 

Cookslown, .... 

1 

Portadown, .... 

1 

Cork, .... 

d 

Baphoe, . . ♦ . . 

1 

Dalkey, 

1 

Roscommon, .... 

1 

Dublin, 

10 

RathfamUam, .... 

L 

Dungannon, .... 

1 

SHgo, ..... 

3 

Enniscorthy, . . . . 

1 

Thurlcs, ..... 

L 

Galway, . . . . • 

1 

Tippeiary 

1 

Gorej’, , . . # . 

1 

Tralee, . . . . , 

1 

Holywccd (Down), , 

1 

Waterford, . . . . 

1 

Kilkenny, . . . . 


Wexforci, . . . . 

1 

Killarney, . . . . 

1 


— 



Total, . . . . 

72 


M 
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Appendix VI. 


'J'uE Bdrke Memorial Prizes. 

■ A sum of money, subscribed in memory ot tlie late Thomas Hexrt 
Burke, Esq., Under Secretary to tlie Lord Lieutenant, was transferred 
by tlie Burke Memorial Committee, on IStli Ma,reli, 1884, to the Inter- 
mediate Education Board for Ireland, who undertook to administer the 
Eund in accordance with the following Hides— (the sum funded is 
il,222 18s. llrf. Consols):— 

I, The annual income from the fund shall be ap]ilied in ])ayiug throe 
Brizes, one of TIG, one. of TIO, and a second of TIO ; any surplus or 
deficiency to be apportioned in the same ratid. If, in the opinion of the 
Ooinmissioners, sutlicieut merit be not shown by the Caiidid.ates com- 
])cting to justify the award of any or either of tho Brizes, the amount 
of such Prize may be, .at the discretion of the Board, withheld and added 
tn the principal, 

IT. Ho student shall be qualified to receive these Prizes except the 
children of persons who are or have been, in receipt of salary or pension 
in Ireland,’ paid out of money derived from Parliamentary Grants 
Rates or Taxes, other than members of the Haval or Military Services 
not being also in Civil employment. 

III. The Prizes shall be awarded as follows : — that of £16 to the 
Boy whom, at the annual Examination in the Junior Grade among 
Male Candidates qualified hr the mo.nner cxpre.ssed in the next preceding 
Buie, the Board shall adjudge to rank highest in answermg ; One Prize 
of £10 to the Boy whom in the same Grade at such Examination the 
Board shall adjudge to I’ank second among .such persons in answering ; 
and the other of £10 to the Girl whom, at such Examination in the 
same Grade, among Female Candidates qualifies in the manner aforesaid, 
the Board shall adjudge to rank highest in answering. 

IV. The decision of the Board shall he final and decisive in deter- 
mining whether the Candidates fidiil the conditions of the third Rule. 

V. The Board may deduct all expenses connected with the trust from 
the yearly income. 
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Chief SECEETAiiY’s Office, 

Dublin Casxle, 

April, 1901. 

Biii, 

I beg to acknowledge the receipt of j'our Letter of the 27th 
iustaut, forwarding, for submission to His Excellency the Lord 
Lieutenant, the Report of the Intermediate' Education Board for 
Ti’elaiid for the Year 1900 


I am, 

Sir, 

Your obedient servant, 
(Signed), D. HARREL, 


T. J. BEtLINaHAM EbADY, Esq., LL.D., 
Assistant Commissioner of 

Intermediate Education. 
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